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a8 Proved 
To be of no force to the Beleeving Genciles it 
F" the times of the Goſpel, 
Nacurez 
By the Law of > X 


| \ Chriſt, .. 
BEING 
| F An account of ſeveral publique Diu = 
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held at Stone-Chappel by Pauls, London ; 
Dr. Chamberlain, 
Betweens) Mr. Tilam, and of the one patty, 
Mr. ( oppinger, 
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* In which the Arguments and Anſwers on both 
ſides are impartially recommended to publiq ue view. 
Together 
Withan Appendix, in which the ſaid Queſtion is mere 
fully and plainly diſcufſed for the better informati- 
on of the weak, and wherein all the Arguments 
-— for the defence of the Few 4 
Sabbath are anſwered 
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a— 7 of the New-moon, 07 of the SABBATH-days, 
which are 4 SHADOW of things to come ; but the Body is 
of Chriſt, Col.z. 16,17." 

Strangers not Circumciſed may do any work for themſel ves 08 
the (Jews) SABBATH-days : for the uncurcumcſed ſtran- 
ger 25 n0t commanded to keep the (Jews) SABBATH -days, 

i Ba Maim Trear. of the Sab Chap. s.Se&. 1. Ch.20.Se.1 4. 
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[ | And JERIYVES of the other. 


London, Printed for Daa,mhute at the ſeven Stars in Fats 
Churchyard, and Fraz Smith in flying-Horſe Court 
* in Flcerſtreer, 1658, 
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+ To the Beleevers in Chriſt, eſpecially 
| theywhoarc in bondage to the Few;ſh 
Sabbath, and more particularly to 


choſe In Colcheſter, Grace and Peace be 
multiplyed trom the God of Peace. 


I: 


"a F our Souls were but afefed with 
g t1eſad and deplorable condition 
WW of the Churches of Chriſt , by rea- 
; ſor of thoſe great drutſtons that 
4 are among them,upon the adUan- 
F crng of eVer) novel opinion, we ſhould take up 
the wiſh of the Pr aphdt, and /? a)» On that Our 
f head were waters, and our eyes a foun- 
'Yrain of tears ! eſpecially if we conſider what 
| Boreat diſhorour it brings to God, who 18 and 
Ewould be known toe a God of peace and nor 
of confuſion 24 all the Churches of the Saints : 
* and as God 1s diſhoaoured, ſo the edification of 
the Churches are bhindred 5 whilſt therr Relrgt- 
$4; 0265 diſcords prove as great an obſtruttoh t9 
g their ſpiritual Euldinz, as the confuſion of 
F Languages did to the Euilding of Babylon 7: 
| and as diſcord among Chriſtians hizders thety 
F © edi[- 


The Epilſile 

dification, ſo it hinders the converſion of 0- 
thers ; for if a Jew or an Infidel come among 
Chriſtians, and obſerves the ſeveral Optmons 
that are among them, may they not bave juſt 
cauſe to ſay, Youare mad > Oh then ! as 
you tender Gods honour and your own ed: fica- 
tion, and the worlds converſion, tollow the 
things that make tor peace, 

And 1n order hereunto , let me grye you 
ſome Cautions, * 

Firſt, That you be careful how you take up 


+ — 


_ 
«__— —_——_ 


CR 4 Sz_— 


an opinion,or recerue any thing for truth, be- 


fore you have well wetghed and conſidered of it. 
The fooliſh ( ſaith Solomon ) beleeverh 
EVERY thing : but the prudent will 
conſider his ſteps, Prov. 14.15, platzly 
ſhewing, that ſome are ſo fooliſh, that if they do 
but hear a thing, they will inconſuderately and 
raſhly recerve it, Too much of thus folly 
is at this time among Profeſſors , who run 


to receruve every new thing that they hear 


of, before they are able to grue a Reaſon for the 
truth of the thing they ſo recerye, Theſe men 
often prove troublers of the Churches peace z 
and turn the joy ſhe had of a ſudden Proſeltte, 


zato great ſorrow 67 that either by thety unruly \ 


a ud aſorderly promoting their new recerved 0- 
1770415, tothe diſturbance of the peacezand hin- 
| aerazce 
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Dedicatory, 
derance of the growth of the Churches ; or elſe 
by their ſudden departing from theſe Not j0ns, 
that they haſtily and inconſuderately recetved, 
For it 1s worth ot ſerying, that thoſe that haſtt- 
ly imbrace a thing ( though it be truth ) ſel- 
dom do remain permanent Profeſſors of it : thus 
our Lord Chriſt teacheth 1s 132 the parable of 
the ſower, Mat.13. 5. compared with the 20, 
where it 1; obſervable of the ſeed that fell a- 
mozg ſtony ground, how that ANON it 
ſprung up, butit SUDDENLY withe- 
red away for want of root : which Chriſt 
1nterprets to be for want of underitanding, as 
appears, if you but compare this haſty Profeſ- 
ſor with the profeſſor who 15 ſaid to recerve 
with underſtanding, ver. 23. whereas the 
other 1s ſaid to recetve it incontinently, ver, 

20, be departeth from it as ſudadealy, ver, 21, 

I ſpeak wot this to the end that I might diſcons 

rage people from hating to keep Gods com- 
mazas ; but that, according to the Proverb, 
they ſhould make no more halt then good 
ſpeed : for ſad experience tells ws, that the 

Churches have ſped very ill by ſuch raſh 14- 

conſiderate members, who have proved diſtur- 

bers of the peace, while they bave been tn z and 
many times have made havack of the Churches 

A 3 peace 


The Epiltle 
Peace 14 therr going out, by drawing others after 
them, 

Secondly, As I would caution youu to be 
careful in recetVing, ſo Iwould likewiſe have 
you careful iz the promoting any thing that 
Jou have ſovecerved, 

_ Tathe firſt place,toke heea of betng too haſty 
7z7 the venting that thou haſt newly recervued : 
for if once a man hath vented an opinion in 
publickit will be hard to reca;t though tt prove 
very exroniom : how ſad is it thea to ſee men 
Arſpute in publick for that to day, when they 
doubted of the truth of it but yeſterday ! 

2. be careſul 12 promot 142 of any thing thou 
bat recerved paſſionately. and uncharitally, 
brandizo all that differ from thee as Law- 
breakers and denyers of Scriptures, calliyg all 
Ranters, Quakers, Papiſts, Atheiſts, 8c. that 
elexy the truth of thy opion, as Mr, Tillam 
doth in his Treatiſe of the Sabbath, pag. 6.0 
accuſers of Chriſt, aud reproachers of the Apo- 
file Paul, pag. 122, 123. 494m, be calls thoſe 
that do not agree with him 18 this point ahout 
the keeping of the ſe venth-day Sabbath, Laſe- 
born muck-worms, pag. 26. But zo wonder 
Mr. Tillam ſpeakes at this rate, ſince as he 
confeſſeth in his Book, That ſometimes oy 
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' Dedicatory, 
affection did out-run his judgment, 
Likewiſe Mr, Spittlehouſe zz his Book 


| called, Error blaſted, wherein he uſeth a 


arett many words tn Capital Letters, inſtead of 
Capital Arguments z, taking that for granted 


; which he ought to have proved ( viz. ) That 


\ che Seventh-day Sabbath is a moral pre- 


? ceÞt : ther Naling ſhameſully beaged the 


Qweſtion, be mayſully infers, That all that 
are otherwiſe minded,are breakers of Je- 
hovahs Royal Law ; whez he himſelf ( from 
that Text much tn{ifted 0a by them;Mat. 5.17. 


' toprove the Seventh-day Sabbath a com- 


mand to beleeving Gentiles ) faints in the 
way of his proof, by ſaying, It is PROBA- 
BLE Chriſt preached that Sermon to 
the multicude, as well as to the twelve 
among whom there were Gentiles, But 
what of 0ze ſhould ſay, It # certain that this 
was preached while the firſt Tabernacle was 
ſtanding £ andthat it is improbable that he 
preached to Gentiles, becauſe preaching to the 
Gentiles ſeemed ſo ſtrange to Peter, As the 
IC > m!Vvt nota man bave better ground to 
evince the oregthen he hath totnfer the other, 
(v1z.) ecauſe Chriſt preached to the multitude, 
that therejoye two ef the twelve were Gen- 
tiles? and ye: {or all be confeſſeth, that it is but - 
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4 PROBABLE conjecture, yet he hath the 


confidence to imbark himſelf 1n a Paper Fri- 
got, manned with great words, to 1ncounter 
with all for Law-breakers, that are not *Se- 
venth-day Sabbath-keepers. Compares 
Mr, Ives who a:ſputed agatſt bis op1ton to a. 
beaten Cock, that was ready to hide his 
head in any hole, pag. 27. Which if be dd, 
this enſutng account of the Diſputations will 
make appear, 


In the mean time, let eUVery one that reads | 
Mr. Spittlchouſe b:s forementioned Book,ſee | 


how he rathey blaits himſelf then his erring 


Adverſary : for he goeth toprove againſt Mr. | 
Ives, Thar the Sabbath ought to be kept ' 


by the Law of Nature, bis Poſtſcri pt, 
pag. 26. and yet in pag. 28, he cries out a- 
garnft Mr. Ives, for that he\went to diſprove 
the Morality of it by the light of Nature 
compariyg him to the Quakers, that adhere tO 


the light within them : you may ſee then | 


how miſchievous a thing it is for a man paſſio- 
nately to promote az opinion; it makes hw affe- 
ton out-run his judgment, or elſe ſurely Mr. 
Spittlehouſe would zot have taken Argu- 
ments out of Natures Oracle to coufute Mr. 


. Tves(as he thought) aid after decry Nature as 


. C0 
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Dedicatory. 
corrupt, blaming Mr. Tves,for adbering to her 
difates whew he had labouyed as 13 the fire, 

but two pages before, to prove the Law of 
| NSture holy, juſt, and good: How much 
then doth it concern ws to lay aſide paſſion tn 
the promotion of that we concetve to be true leſt 
we pull down that with one hand we ſet up with 
the other 2 | 

3. Tnthe promotiag of thy Opinton,be more 
Fudious for Arguments then Rhetorical flow- 
riſhes. which ( togethe; with railing Accuſati- 
ons ) uſually ſupply the place of Arguments , 4 
ſtrong ſign of a weak Cauſe, And o this Mir, 
Tillam zs ſufficiently guilty : though at our 
Diſputation be decryed S Mlogiſms, ud refuſed 
| to anſwer them ; calling them the 1ntifing 
- F words of mans wiſdom, when his Book us 
e | fullofſuch kind of Humane wiſdom, almoſt 17 
» | every page, where he Courts all the Liberal 
) | Sciences for terms of Art to garniſh his Book : 
a | as firit, Grammatical terms, telling his Rea- 
- | der of a Future Tenſe, aud Gerund 7 do, 
- | pag. 15,73. 4ndas though he were writing 
-, | az Almanack, he abouzds with Aſtronomi- 
;- | cal Phraſes, as Meridian-Heights,the Suns 
r, | Station & Retrogradation,Meridian glo- 
ts | ry, the celerity of the Sun when mounting 
/- | theother Hemiſperc, the interpoſition of 


the 
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the Terreſtrial Globe, makes their Meri- 
dian the Antipodes Midnight, Cloudy 
Speculations ; the Moon in her conſignt 
inconſtancie, and the Stars in the expan 
ded Firmament, the Empyrcal Heavens. 
&c. pag, 8, 36,42,44, 166. Neither doth 
his book want Rhetorical expreſſions to cart y 
07 that which he wants Arguments to maitttain, 
calliy9 thoſe that are Proſolited to his \eveath- 
Day Sabbath- -KeepINg, Ingenious, Mmouns- 
ting, refined Spirits; azd others, baſe: born 
muck-worms, pag. 28. 

An7ain, He calls the contrary Opinion, A 
ſhadie Speculation, pag. 8. Azarin, he 1s 
full of ſuch Phraſes as theſe, ( viz, ') Ideas of 
the Deity, Tgittur, Emp! harical, Demon- 
ftrative Particles , High Encomiums, 
Intrinfical, Abſtruſe and intricate Per- 
ſpicuity, the ſuperlative pre ſence,celerity, 
diſtracting Labyrinth, (FC, pag. 9, 12, 
92,47, <1, 82, Logical aa Poetical terns 
are frequeitly found in his writtag ; as Di- 
lIemma's, Scylla and Charybdis, Mean- 
ders, Arjadnes Clue, the Farther of Dwx- 
mons, Fc. Wi'o would thiak that azmarn 
ſhould ga7-311h bis Book will ſuch Phraſs as 
theſe. and yet reſuſe Aeademical Leariang 11 
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Dedicatory. 
Diſputation, as ſavouring of fleſhly wiſ- 
dom 2 zay, though he decryed Syllogiſms as a 
cargal way of Diſcourſe, yet he ſometimes doth 
Syllogiſe in his Book, as the Reader may ſee in 


.I9.* & its worth 
F, 9 & - h * I cite nor theſe paſſages ro the 
0 ſerving » That <adthatlmight be chought to 
while Dr. Cham- be a hater of humane learning, 


. . - for l know it is of great uſe, and 
berlain did Di deſcrvedly to be honoured ; but 


l; pute Syllogiſtic al- to the end thar the Reader may 


ly,when he was Mr. rake notice that M;, Tillam can 
caſt honour upon learning 


Ives bis Oppoxent, yhen he thinks ir will honor his 
Mr. Tillam 4;4 Cauſe, burwhen it is uſed a- 


ain him, or makes for the de- 
10t ſh ew any pu b- Sting his error, then he decries 


like diſlike of ſuch ras vain, and faith, he isſwre 
kind of diſputation » That it is not of God, &c, 
ut when Mr. Tillam came to reſpoad to Mr, 
Ives hus Arguments,then he'twueig'd again(t it 
as acarnal this o:0nd yet far all this when Mr. 
Tillam came totake upon him the part of a 
Opporent the zzext day, Mr, Ives deſired him 
rf he woul1 not, diſcourſe Syllogiſtically y that 
he would prove the Poſition by plain Scriptares 
to which Mr.Tillam veplzed, That there was 
no Texc rat in fo many words would 
prove wat he had aflerred. Ther Mr. 
Ives asked h14m why he tamed people for pro- 
w1#2 ther prafiiſe by a Conſequencezas he —_ 
D 
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bi Book, pag. 96. if he could not prove bus 
own praiſe without a Conſequence £ hereup- 
on he was forced to take Sanfluary at a Syllo- 
giſm, as hereafter will appear, though all along 
he blamed Mr, Ives very ſharply for uſing ſuch 
4 carnal weapon to diſcourſe withal, 

Let me beſeech you thereforeyfrom what hath 


beenſaid, to ſuſpe& thoſe men who are full of 


entiſing words,and empty of ſolid Arguments : 
and this is not only my aduice, but the Apo- 
poitle's, who tells ws, 2 Pet. 2. That with 
tained words ſome ſhall make merchan- 
diſe of Gods pcople ; azd therefore he bids 
the Coloſſians, in the 2 Chaprer of that E- 
piſtle, To take heed leſt any man begui- 
led them through 1intifing words, You ſee 
then, that good men may be ſpoyled of ther joy, 
and Churches of their peace, byſuch who by 

ood words and fair ſpeeches deceive the 
hearts of the {imple, Rom. 16, 18, Be ready 


therefore to vent nothing for tyuth, but what. 


you may be able togiuve a REASON of tothem 
that ask you, with meekne(s and fear, 


_ I Pet. 3.15. | 


Laſily, Let me Caution thee to have a caye 
zot oxly how thau recerueſt an optnion,and how 
thou promoteſt it, but alſo how thou keepeſt ad 

re - 
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Dedicatory. 


retaimeſl it : if thou findet that it is truth thou 
haſt recerved, know, that her price 1s far a- 
bove rubies, and no pleaſure is ro be com- 
arcd to it, ſ[azth Solomon; Prov. 8. 11, 
This the Poet ſaw, when be elegantly expreſ- 
+ ſed the eſtate of that man that had gatned the 
knowledge of the Truth, ſaying, That it was 
a pleaſure to ſtand upon the ſhore and to 
{ce ſhips toſſed upon the Sea,zand to ſtand 
in the window of a Caſtle to fee a Battle 
and the adventures thereof below ; bur 
no pleaſure is comparable to the ſtandin 
upon the vantage ground of truth, ( ahil/ 
mot to be commanded, ai. d where the Air us al- 
ways clear and ſerene ) and to {ce the cr- 
rors, and wrandrings, and miſts, ' and 
rempeſts in the vale below : provided 
that this proſpect be with pity, and not 
with ſwelling or pride, And as ano- 
ther ſaith well, It 15 a Heaven upon Earth 
ro havea mans minde move-in Charity, 
reſt in Providence, and turn upon the 
Poles of Truth : Oh then ! when you ſhall 
have recerved the truth as it us 19n Jeſw, walk 
nity and be not eaſily perſwaded to move from 
the truth unto which thou art callea, for any 
baſe or by-end whatever , and the Godof truth 


ſhall 
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The Epiſtle 
ſhall at Laſt recomperce all thy Iabours init,and 
thy ſufferings for it. 

But if thou art convinced that ſome things 
whereof thou haſt beer perſwaded are errors, be 
zot aſhamed to confeſs thy mittakes; Enowing, 
that it 1s ſo farfrom tendzng to thy ſhame, 
( whatever Satan or thy own heart ſhall per- 
ſwage thee ) that it will be a crown of glory and 
honour upon thy head, Prov.4.8, g. 

And in hold and contending for the Truth 
have a care leſt thou oVver-valueſt or underua 
lueſt the truth thou makeſt profeſſion of , by 
counting thoſe Truths eſſential to ſaluation 5 
Church Communion which are not ſo ; or oa the 
other hand by counttizg the Fundamentals of 
Chriſtian Religion, but circumſtantial things, 
and things without which a man may be ſaved : 
have asare then, lest thou Ly thy rig1dne(s tn 
things of leſs moment, ſhouldit atjiurh the 

peace of the Church, and offend the Co:ſcrences 
of thy weak Brethren for whom Christ ated : 
the like care ought to be taken of the other ex- 
tream of judarng the Subſtantials of Religion 
as circumſtances leſt by ſo dozng we break down 
the whole Fabyick of the Chr1it1an Religion, 
and lay waſt the profeſſion thereof ,by connng 


the props aid ſtays of it as indifferent things. 
Ha- 
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Having cautioned you about the receruing, 
maintatningy and retaining of the truth, my 
deſire ts, that you make uſe thereof in judging 
theſe inſutrg Conferences about the ſeventh- 
day Sabbath ,wh:c Thavwe carejully publiſhed 
for the ſtopping of ſlanderous mouths,wbo have 
miſrepreſented the Diſputations ;, and alſo for 
the ſatisfying them that doubt, and confirmng 
of thoſe that are weak, that they be not carried 
about with divers and flrange Doftrines, and 
toſſed to and frowith every mind, If then by 
theſe threſhigs there be any thing beat out 
( that lay hid before ) by which thy ſoul may tbe 
ſtrengthened, and thy bungry deſire after 
truth ſatisfied, grue God the glory ; andif by 
the light bereof ay darkneſs or weakieſf 1s djſ- 
covered, bleſs the Father of lights ; and if you 
do recerve light, walk 121} ;, that you may be 
found the childrey; of it : and that this may be 
the end of car wriltyg, and reading, praying, 
preaching, and diſputing, 1s the prayer aud 


deſire of 


Your aftecionate friend and Brother 
in the faith, 


LL 


my 
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Eing by the Providence of God; and the 
ioreaty of many of His People, pur up- 
on this work , 1 hope I ſhall do nothing 

therein , of which I ſhall need co be aſhamed in 
*my ſelf, or blamed by any that were hearers and 
impartial ſudves of the enſning Conferences, 
Far the Bar of whoſe Tribunal 1 now ſtand ; and 
For thoſe that 2re captions, and 1c 1n wait for 
imy halting, I ſhall appeal from che Bar of their 
'Parrialiry,to the Judge of all the World, whe- 
ther in this, I have nor walked uprightly. And 
whereas there is ſomeyhat added by way of 
*Obſery2tion; both upon the Arguments and An- 
{wers, as Occaſion is cfered, I thouzhr 20nd to 
3% notice, that whatever occurreib of this 

_ Kind] have putin a differentCha:ater,roavoid 
imiitzkes that fo the unwery or the unchart- 
Table Reader migac nor confound what 13 added 
for (urther information, with wher was <ffered 
12 the D:ſputaticn, And if thonfindeſt amoie 
methodical acconnt of Mr, [ves tis Arzoments 
then Mr, Tillams, know, that Mr. 777:m aid rt- 
fuſe re ebferve any Lovical Method, cither in 

ils Arznings or Aniwers ; and therefore what 

$thou {inceſt amiſs of rhis kind , do n-7 impure 
to (10 partulity of the Scribe, 


& And 


LEES 


And whereas thou indeft ſome of Mr, Tillams 
words methodized and pur into Arzuments by} 
Mr, 1ves, it is no more then what was offered Y 
the Diipurations, that ſo rhe Audience might 
underiiand the force of M, Tillams Orations, 
and to what they did amount, when ſnmmed up 
ito Argument?, 

And for what was offered by Dr, Chamber- 
lain, F confeſs 1t was more Methodical; but how 
rational.i: concernes nor me 19 derermine, 

And as rouching ine lalt Diſpute , which wa: 
wich Mr. Coppinger, it was 8ppointes, to the end | 
thac he as Reipendenr, ſhould give feme freſh » 
Anſwers to what Arguments Mr, ves had al: 
led2'd againſt Mr. 7illim, _ a Dc. { hamberlain, 
the two firlt dayes ; and Itk:wiſe to the end 
that he migit eniwer wit cer Argument: 
Mr. Zves had curitge ie ure 4 againſt the obfer- 
vation of tie ſeyfnrh-day SaDDatht MANN We 
lier be hates 10 acne or £0, th2confideraticy 
nereof will etve thee ſanta tion : and for the 

ter informartun Of the wezk » I have ar the 
Ec of me Diipn ££16D3; __—_ (No! 
account of in 7 Arvuments 4:21:11 the feventh- 


diy Sabb th, @- 2:1v of al! the Ohyefttors that 
l kaye Erer ME! with; i £12 tNOſe 7!:2t are CON 
rrary Minded, with brick Animers vierennto 
o which [ delire ar viz a Reply may be given, 
I: y 111.41; KG bs 2 | 'o iT aft L111132 {01 01” 
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*-people being afl:mbled; 


more profitable wry to decide Controverſies of 
this kinde,cthen any other that I knoyy of, 


Having thus #iven notice of the Method here 
intended, I now come to otve an account of the 
Diſpntations, the firlt whereof, was on T harſday 
che fixth of January, 1653, at wiich time the 
157, [v8 propoundeth 
this enſuing Quetizon : : 

Mc. FLILTR 

The queliion I fhail ofer ro Ge diipnred this 
day, 13, Whe:her there b: ::y 7.4 that bindeth the 
Gentiles to keep the (c vent diy Saboath? 

Dr. { ra:zberlez. 


I demand firit, vihir you mean by Za, ſes 
condly, what you mean by Gertzle.l pray explain 


theſe terms 1n your quz2{.ion, 
Mc, [vz5, 
VVnen I demand whether! 
Se, my meaning is, VVherh=: 
CM: ſes, or t' 


ere ve any Law, 
the Law of Na- 

» 1,:vr of Chrait 
32 feventhe 


cure, the Lavy of 
doth require th: Gentiles ro keep 


- 
* 


day Sabhath: and by Gentilos, inme quetiion, 
{ do m2anall che world, excepr jews» and luch 
as were Profelytcd rorheir Retivion, 

And from the qaziiton thn; exoivined, 7 46 
demand,VVhecher there by any Law that bind 
eth the Genrriles to oblerys che ſeventtt » day 
Sabbath, 
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[4] 
D, Chamberlain, 

To your queiiion 1 anſwer, that the Gentiles 
are borind co keep the {evenih-day Sabbath, 

Mr. /ves. 

This I deny, and cherefore I do delire you to 
prove it: and when it comes to my turn tobe 
Opponent, I ſhall prove that the Genriles are 
nor required to keep the (eveninday Sabbath ; 


- In the mean time 1 pray prove that they ate, 


Dr, © hamberlain, 

1. Arg, That Gentlles are required to keep 
the ſ-vemrh-day Sabbath , i thas prove : Thar 
which is commanded for Strangers to obſerve, 1s 
commanded for Gentiles ro obſerve : but the 
{eventh-day Sabbath is commanded for Stran- 


. gers co obſerve : Ergo, the ſeventh: day Sabbath 


15 commanacd for Gentiles to Herve. 

| Mr. Ives. 

It by ilranger, yon mean only the (ranger 
that WAS within /ſ-ae/s Gates, rhen | deny the 
Major, becanle the {firancer within the cates was 
the Prolelyted (ranger; and therefore irfollow- 
erh not, that becau'e rhe Protelyred !irancers 
WERE commanded,that therefore theGenrtiie; 
that were not projeliyted, ARE under this com- 
mand; which you are to provezaccording to tne 
[ence explained in the queition, 

And if by {iranzer, you mean a!: Rrarotr?, 
then I deny che Minor, and ſay, Ati iirangers 
ARE not commanced to keep the {<renth-d1r; 
SavDath, { 


{ 


5 

lt micht Cooker be Spe The ftrauper was 
commanded to be circumciſed, Gen, 1 7.12. And 
he that 13 elzhr dayes old, ſhall be circnmciſed 
among you, every man- child i 19 your generati- 
on, that is born in chy houſe, or is bovght with 
thy money Of ANY STRANGER that is not ef 
cy ſeed, Deoth it follow, beeau; e th. t ſtr, ingers 

VERE to becircumciſed , that there ore they ARE 
to be circumciſed ? and in like manner, it doth ot 
follow that becauſe the ſtrangers within litae]'s 
gates WERE to heep the Sabbath, that the Gentiles 
witho:s ut their 74tes v ARE to keep the Sabbath,which 
i; that the Dofloy w- sto prove : for this eArgmment 
i5 fo far from proving the Gentiles ARE to keep 
its that it doth rakes the Gent iles in the VUneſtion 
ERE to kecpit: for the Queſtions of all Gentiles 
EXCEpr P; 'oleljtes rrand the Argument from the twer- 
tieth of Exodus, proves no Gentiles but Proſelyter; 
for {o My. Ainiworth iz Lis eArzotatios: upon 
this place, ſaith, That for rangers the Greek V, Ty 
an reads Profelyte , 414 he further adds, T hat :t 
94s the Opinion of the Rabvins, 1pon thr, place, 

T þ, 't fr angers gs £08 CUYCUIPC 4jed, might Wark a 
themlc/ves openly 1p0n the Sa% bath uy as tre few 
aid on a werhing day. 

Dr, Clamberlnn, 
Commandment dnth expound ifiranvers, 
ad 371 not onely,” hou Jew, but, T hors Proſe- 
Iytey ths ſor, and ihy 44rghter , and the ſtranger 


z 
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[6] 
Mc. Ives. p 

It followeth not chat it was to any ſiranger " 
withont the gate > becaule the ſtranger within | 
the gate was commanded: and unleſs yon can 
prove that it was to all (irangers withont the 
oate, unproſelyted,ir doth not reach the differ- 
eace in queſtion, and therefore 1 ſtil] demand 
your proof of the Minor Propoſition. 

For it is obſerveable, that though lirael was to 
reſtrain the ſtrargers from labour, yet the ſtrangers 
were uo other then ſwch a5 were circumciſed within 
their gates, ard under their L1w ; which is xothing 
to onr parpeſe, who live in England, under the Go- 


fpet. 
Dr. Chamberlain, 

I think I have proved tt [(nfhictently, 

Herenna ara ſme difference concerning the 
terms of the q 22/tion, a d thereu jen (ome that [trod 
by, aefired that tt mirht be Pt into ſuch genera! 
terms 45 might comprehend the difference, It was 
thereupon noreed, that the qrteft ion ſhould be put into 
theſe terms, viz. VVheiher all Chinlianz are 
bonnd to keep the ſeverth-dy Sabbath, 

Dy. Chamberl:iin afirmerh, 

That ail Chriiitins are bourd co keep the 

ieventh-day Sabbati:. 
Mr, ves denver, 

That all Chriftians 2re hound to keey :f 

ieyenth-day Sabbath, 


de! 


wo Ay, AY 
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[7] 
Dr, Cham, 


# 1 being i9 the place of Opponent, (hail un- 
dertaie to prove That all Chriftians are bound 
to keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath : which 1 chus 
doe : They which are bound to keep and ob- 
ferveche Royal Law, are bound to keep and 


| Pbſerve the {evernth-day Sabbatn :; But all 


Chriftians are bound to keep and oviervethe 


Royel Law : Ergo, all Chrifiians ars bonnd to 


keep and obſerve the {eygnth day for a Sabbath. 
Mr, I 'y2c, | 

I anſwer by ditin.niſhing of th 
for if by Roy 2] Law you m* anall 
mandments, then I detiy he Miro 
I deny the Major. 

Dr. ©hamberlaine 

By Royal Law . | m=ar the Ten Command- 

ments ſpoken of 7 vod.20. 
M-: i VES, 

Then IT deny the Minor, and ay, Thar all 
Chrifiians «r2 no: boung to keey all the Ten 
Commandments, b=cin they are nor bound to 
keep tn2 ſeventh-d y Sabbarh, 

Dr, Chamocy lain 

All chart are bound co ab{tain from lin, are 

bound ro keep all the Ten Commanements : 
1: all Chriftians ar: honnd to abliain from fin : 
Er00, all Chriftiaks ire bennd tokeep all che 


en Commandmon:s:. 


ie Royal Law: 
ne Ten Com- 
rs otherwiſe 
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[8] 
Mr, [ves. 


1 deny the Mayor ; and chongh I confeſs M 


Chriſtians are bound to abfiain from fin, yet it be 


doth not follow , that therefore they are bound 

to keep all the Ten Commandments, becanſc 

(as I have (aid) they are nor bonnd to keep the 

ſeventh-day Sabbarh-which was one of the Ten, 
Dr, Chamberlain. 


They rhat are bound to abſtain from the tran!. 
oreflions of the Law, are bound to keep all the . 
Ten Commandments ; but all Chriſtians are 7 


bound to abſtain from the cranſareſſions of che 
Law : Ergo, all Chriltians are bound to keep al! 
the Ten Commandments. 
Mr, Ives. 
Sir, you de not proverthe thing denyed, bur 
inſtead thereof, cive ns the fame avaln ; for 


what ilronen 15 chere between abitzinine| 


from in, and abſlaining from tranſereflions? | 
therefore, becauſe it is the ſame Arzumenr, civc 
yon the ſatne anſwer, by denying the Minor, 

| Dr. Chamberlain, 

Then 1 further argue : If every fin bea tran! 
orefſion of the Law , then they toar are bound 
ro abſtain from fin, arc bonnd to keepall the 
Fen Commandments ; bur every fin is a cran! 


oreſſion of the Law : Er70, 


Mr. Ives, 
This 1s hut the fame we had before, thong: 


\ differing 10 words & cher<fore I deny theMzyor. 


Dr, Chamb. 


-— « 86 a. AS oz 
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Dr. {hamberlais, 
al? Then I offer furcher > Thar they who are 
© ilbonnd co keep every point of the Law, are 
nd bound to keep all the Ten Commandments ; 
aſe” but all Chriſtians are bound to keep every point 
he” of che Law: Eroo, 

n, Mr, Ives. 

This 1s apon the matter but the ſame again! 
pſ. "for what difference 1s there between all theLavy, 
he . and every point ; and therefore 1 (till do deny 
re {the Major, and require yon to prove that all that 
he. Jare bound co abſtain frem linare bound to keep 
1! Call the Ten Commandments, 

Dr, Chamberlain. 
If the breach of every one of the Ten Com- 

' mandments be (lin, hen all chat are bennd co 
abitain from fin, are bound to keepall che Ten 
Ccmmandmerts ; bur the breach of every one 

of the Ten Commandments 13s fin ; Erpo, they 
that are bound co abilain from (in, are bound to 

keep allthe Ten Commandments: 
Chr. Ives, 

r 1 deny the Minor. 

+ The Mizor way juſtHy be denied: becauſe that it 
i5 108 A (n How t'9 wort 12p077 the ſeventh Aay (com- 
monly called Saturday ) which was one of the Ter 
Commindments amono the Jews ; and therefore 
though al. Chriſtiaus are to abjzain from all ſin @- 

gatrſ? twe Lww they [i112 82 nay g yet they Ae 110: 
berind to abFain from Farins arainſÞ a Law they 
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[10] L 
Dr, Chamberlain. 
I prove the Minor from Jaw. 2.10, Whoſyever bi: 
ſhall keep the whole Law, and yet offend in one point» By, 
he « onilty of all, | , be 
From whence I arone : 
He that is guilty of fin Jothnot abſtain from{v; FE 
Buc he chat breaks any one of the Ten Com- 


xe 
mandmenrs is guilty of fin : '< 
Ergo, he that beaks any one ofthe Ten Ccm- *. 
mandments, doth not abBain from fir, Y 
Mr. 1VES- IC 
This Argument concludzs not che terms de- - 
pyed in che Syllogiſm ; however, I (hill deny 
thn Mincr, and ſay, That one of the Tep Com- | « 
' mandments may be broken, wiich is the Com- | ; 
mand char required che Obſervaticn of _ le-'1, 
vench day, and yet I may not be cuiity of 'F 
Dri.Chamberlain. 


He that is guilty of the breach of che whole 
Law,1s cntlcy of fin : 

But hethat breaks any one of the Ten Com- 
mandments is euifty of che breach of the whole 
Laws Ergo. Mr. Ives. 

T an:wer, By dittingniſhing of rhe rerm © a. 
{2 tie Major propofition : for if you do no 
mean'every he, then I deny the Syllogiim, 

Ani if you do m:an every he, or every 070, 
then I deny the Minor, fer theſe Reaſons } 

Fir!, this cext tha! you refer to in your Aron- 
ment, was Written to the Twelve Tribes | j#-- 


I,1 


[11 

3.1, apd therefore you cannot reaſonably con- 

lnde, that becauſe the rwelve Tribes were 

"> Zbonnd to the whe le Low , ehat therefore every 
, believing Gentile 1: (: , bound. 

. (Secondly, if the Gentiles were writ to in 
this Epiſtle , yer I do deny that they are requie 
red co keep all the Tea Commandments ; for 
'there 15 no ſuch chino in the Texr, 

Dr, Chamberlain, 
This was written to the twelve Tribes as 

Chriſtians, apd therefore ro every Chriſtian, 

K Mr, Ivcs, 

, I ſay as before , that every he in che 1prent of 

©. onrqueſtion 1s not concerns in this Epiltle;and 

if they were, yer theſe words, The Ten Com- 
mandments, Which are inthe Argumen!, are nor 
in this Texr,and ther: _ every one of che Ten 

Commandments, 2: naderiood by vou in the 

Argument, mul! be concluded from h-nces © 

you do not proye the ihing denyed 

Dr. Chamborlat | 
Le't you ſhould <quivocare zbour this Word 
aw > the ApoPle cireathe ſum, &f ti: Second 
Tabl- , and he doth rot mention £27 pare Sf 
the Firſt Table :bj wiich it appears,ch2r by the 

Roya! Law, he wrengs che T: x Reb 

8212f you will fay, thx: by the Second Table, Is 


(112amntr i. > * Fl. \\'a 1 -;5 
n2anr:th2 WwAoe Law, 
; - 
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Be mat 13 65127 > kerprthe whvte Law, 18 


bonnd 
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bound to keep all the ten Commandments. þ 

Bur every Chrifttan is bonnd to keep thi " 
whole Law. 3 

 Eroo, Every Chriltian is bound to keep all te 

Ten commandments. 
Mr. 1ves, 

Foraſmuch as you have not ſaid any thin 4, - 
new , bn: witat you fiave f2id aiready over anc hs 
over , I cherefore anlwer, by denying the Ma-*% F 
jor ; ard ſay, That a man may ke=p the whole? 
Law 1n the ſenſe of this text , and yer not be: 
bonnd to keep all the ren Commandments in" 
your ſenſe, And though 1 do confeſs we are 3 n 
beund to keep and obſerve ail the other nine w7 
Commandments ; yet we are not bound ro 0)» t 
ſerve the command for the ſeventh-day-ſabbath, 
W112 1s one of the ren commandments, Jay: 

And whatever 1 moral in the Commandment a: { '/ p 
to A time to ſerve God, I confeſs we are to obſerve | 4 ! 
tht alſothough we are not tied to the ſeventh day, a 

Dr. { ham. * 
\Well then, I will prove the Major, thus : 
if the ten commandments are contained in 2? 
this word, the whole Law , Then they har 
are bound to keep the whole Liw', are 
bonnd oO keep the ten commundments, 7, 
Bir the ten commandments are comrained in 


Ir! 

this Wore, the whos [1w, —_—_ F 
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Mr, 


[13] 
M.: 1ves. 
I deny the Minor, and ſay,thac in the ſenſe of 
this cext, this word, the whole [aw , doth nor 
{;,Conrain all che ten commandments, 
” "= Dr, Cham, 
I farther arzue : 

+ If there be never a Commandment bnr is a 
- yoinc of the whole : If every one of the Ten 

'k a part of the whole : If every part of the 
Ten be contained in the whole : 1f he that 
reaks one Commandment 1s <uilry of the 
hole ;. Thcn he 1s commended to keep the 
hole, 
# Bur he that breaks one Commandment , is 
enilcy of the whole, 
' Ergo, He 1s commanded to keep the whole, 

It t, ob[ervable, that the Dofter male three e(- 
aps to bring forth a Syllogiſms to prove the thing des 
 Fpyed, but could not bring then into perfett $ yile- 

Films: at laſt he makes a Syllooiſm that conclude: 

pot the thing in controwerſie, 

Mr, /ves, 

: deny the whole Sylioviſm, becanſe ic con» 
c.ndes not the matrer in queliion : for rhe rhing 
In queſtion 15, Wherher rh{y thac are bonnd to 
keepthe whole Law ia the ſenſe of that text 
Jam.2 are bonnd to Kzep all the ren Command - 
ments, and by coniequence the v<venih-day= 
dibbath ; and your Arynment corciudes we 
miſt keep the whole, and all the Command- 
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[14] 
menrs: which was never depyed, 
Dr, Cham, 
If you deny Scripcure, I have done with you, 
Mr. fves, 


I do not deny the Scripture , but your Syllo- ff 
o1/m,which concludes not the thing in mY 


as I have newn you once and 2919, 
Hs it hath been auſwired, that S. james doth 


not write ro Gentiles , and that he doth not emjoyni 


I 


the 13 (ommaniments,by this word, The whole? l/ 


Liw, 4nd /o bene 7 not the Seven day-Sab. 


bath: ſo it m1) frrcher be anſwered, that if thoſe 


word;, Toz whole Law, [nod reſpefl the Law of 
M93/es, then :{ believing Gentiles are board to the” 


whole Law » they are boitna to { ircumciſion allo, 


and every other Ceremeny of the Law : therefor: 


the eAprſtte faith 1, Gal. 5,3. that if they were Cir- 
comciied,they Pere bonnd to keep the HOLE 
Law, Py which it appears, that the believing Gen: 
tiles that were not circumciſed, were not bound to 


h "OP 77 e WHOI 5 FF 0, 
kN ”" that w "1631 Is. | 21m” - E701 JVRS F4 7e fo eping 0 


the whole Law, be tells us what Law he means, in 
Chm.t, v.25. 6:1mared with ( 1 [vs 1 2, wher: 
hs call: 5 > e116 120V 091 Licerty, by mn, y of arſtin» 
Ton (ro tre law of Mole Sg which is called 4 
coke of Bongage, G:l.4.349. & Afls 15. 
Fich law & Lib rity ; called the law of Sun ors 
(al 642, 444 55 10 eſs then the Goſpel that is preach 
1 ) #7 3:ch $, j 4132 ; £ is tt £132 net £0 De | xt; W_ F411 
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| 151 
hearers of, Jam, 1.25. but admoniſheth then: to 
look into the perfeR law of liberty, azd to 
concinue therein, 

Y So that the Doftor had no reaſon to ſay that the 
p j Scripture W465 aenjed by Dis 1 aESþ 114ent 7 becanie 
i he denyed the I Law that required the Seventh: day- 
£ Go to be contained in he 2 wil 01e Law men» 
18 tioned by S. James 7 ſrew _ 1ncn very ſtrange, 
"| that iy 4 free and pub het U 1 oy £160, 1 'be Dei s; 
* ſhould charge /. hz R#! 001: 16nt for des; "7; 3.4 ob SET 


, pIare3s; ' Tikes uſe hs Gen? d hes (en! e th ere . which 


-* 
Sy 
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le | was all that the Dcilor f x" unto this laſh tir grew 
Ni ment, Ana the t: mM; | Lt5 Oppo; ENCiE e bein 4 EH 
1, ed, the Dottor wa by 2o TP eexpent tO anſwer Mr, 
>, Ives bus effromments, rn hich taks a followeth, 

th Ii. /ve:. 

No | ſhall vader:ake by the holy of God 


FE prove char all Chriſtians $r© BCT CC mmande.d io 
..\ keep the S2vemtii- day-$£22barh, 


_ If the Genrile Chciftia;:s arc ror commended 
co keev the Seyent th-d2 v-Cabbath, Then all 
Chrititans arc NOT CO! nanded to keep the 
Sevenih-day-tab bath, 

- But the Gentile Chriltiz"23 ace not command- 

- ed ro keep the SeVErt- ga -tabbath, 

4 £109 » AM Cee t19n are rot commanded 

G to ke ie fe ve” th. 2y-Sabbath, 

" Dr. {. 


There is no ſnch kinds of creators in the 
WVo01.d 43a Gentile Chriſtian, 


'[16) 
Mr, 1 ves. 

ir, I will ſhew you ſuch a kinde of creature, 

figce yon ſeem to be ignorant : therefore pray 

lqJok into Ats 21. 25. and you ſhall ſee thai 

rhe Gentiles are called believing Gentiles ; which , 

is all one wich Chriſtian Gentiles, 

And if we mixde ARs 11.20, compared with 
verſ.26. we ſpat ſee in ver[,20, that the Gentile: 
believed, axd turned to the Lord : and theſe wer 
called Chriſt:ans at Antioch, verſ,26, and yet the" e:'% 
Dottor ſaith he never heard of any (uch creatur, 
in the werld a5 a Gentile Chriſtian, 

Dr. Cham. 'F 

I pray then lay, Believivg Gentiles are not 
bound to keep che ſex enti- days" -abbath : and # 
then 1 wil! deny che Minor, 

Mr, Ives. 

1 wonaer $ir char you fhonld quibble abou: 
terms,and trouble us lo of fren tO alrer the cerms!,! 
in £he Quel 110n 2 as fir'', for the term Gentiles, 
you afterwards alter, and w:!! have it all Chy+- 
Fiars, and now for Chriſtian Gentile you wouls *C 
have it belew; ng Genttle. Wel} Sir , be 1 itſo: 1d 
Wiil then proye that believing Gentiles are no: 7 
bound ro keep ine {eventh- day-5 Savbath ; whic! 
15 the Minor propofiticn devy:d by you. 

t Henne vipg Gentiles are bennd co keepthe 


exenth day. 2bbaih, Then they are bound 
by che lawn NMarre, by tne layy of Miſes 
©7 (ths in y Fi GG 4 br :lt. 


-7B 
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77. 
But they are nor a. by the Law of Na- 
re, evre > the Law of EMoſes, or the Law of 
ray Chriſt, co keep the ſeventh-day-ſabbarh, 
hat Ergo, Believing Gentiles are not bound to 
Ichi # keep the icy epth- day-ſabbarh, 
Dr. Cham. 
ih Believins Gentiles are bound by the Law of 
lei) Moſes, which 1s all one with the Law of Chriſt 
er: Mtherefore proze your Minor, 
Wh. '% Mr. /ves. 
wing If the believing Gentiles are bound to keep 
: the {eventh-day-ſabbatn by the Law of 
* Moſes, thenthey are bound to keep ir by 
10t the Law tat was given tO {ſrae/, 
0d # Duc the belt:virg Gemiles are not bourd co 
Ir by the Law chat was £ civento Iſrael, 
Ergo, _ 1s hy ent " :54 are not bound by 


"XV £% 


> a 
Ju rhe Law of 47:/cs io keep the lerenth-days 
les, Jr, Cham. 


7; | I deny the Minor, ard lay, tharihe bolieyi ing 
nld zGentiles ere commanded to keep the ſever; 
: 1 day-ſabbath, by ca. Law that was given to Ir. 
BO: raed, 
ct: Mr, 1ves. 

| prove the Minor, thus 2 
the” It the Law thar was <rer t9 Trae), was tis 
NQ ven to none bur frac!, ihen belicumg 
lo; Gentules are ror bound to keenthe (eventi 
Gay |. bbath by te Law that was civyen to 
Tiras! f 2908 


= 
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[18] 
But the Law that was given to 1ſrae/, waz | 
oven to none but /ſrael. 
Ergo, 
Dr, Cham. 

| deny the Minor, and (ay, that Law was «i 

ven to other Nations beſides {/rae/, 
Mr, yes. 

That ic was given ro no Naiton but 1{-.70/, | 
Prove out of Pſal. I 47. 19» 20, He hath g1ven. 
his laws to Jacob, hs ſtatutes and judgements unt 
Ifracl: he hath not dealt ſo with gANY Nation: | 
ard for his judgements THEY have not know 
them, 

Dr. (ham, 

I do diſtinguiſh of civing the Law : there | 
a CIVING as 2 rriviledge, and a oiving by way ©, 
aniſhmenr, Now thouoh it was nor civen t/ 
any Natton but 1ſrael as a priviledze, yer it wa 
oiven to other Nations by way of puniſhment 
to judve them by it. 

Mr. [ves, 

1 ds confeis it was 21ven to no Nation 2: 
pri viiedve, accoraimeg to what you lay 2 an 
do {ay , that 1t was not 21yen to any other N 
£100 1) way of prntthment, bur che Nation 
Tlyagl : wwnich { r1:113 prove * 

; '1f chat Lay 22: wat viven to l[f4gclhhed he 

C1VEN TG 2: \ c Nation by way of ji 


yy n _ * 
ment; -1N<3 ornee Nations wound 
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[19 
But ro other Bru. was to be judged by it, 
E,g0, it was not given by way of judgment to 

any N:ion bur 1(rael. 
| Dr Chans, 
gt 7 deny i Minor, and ſay , that the Law of 
Iſrael was given to other Nations , to judge 
(em by It, 


ras 


, Mr. {vcs. 
"UE if no Na ion ſhall be jndged by 1/raels Law, 
u itt but tooikcihat 1vecd under It, Then it was 
ron: , vizen t1 no Nation bu {ſrae/to be judged 
01" BY It 

Bat no Mition ſhall be ju2eed by iz, bur they 

[nat '1ved rINGor ic, 

e | Ergo p ww war o1Ver 10 NO Nation but [[racl, 
Ly ©. (4 | be poriged by © 
nt He the Dac! Ma el 1 the farm: oY 4 tir it ins; 


wit again, abort g $1 Lhe by way of priviledge, and gi- 
1En 21:0 by wy o{ HE CaZent © which is a vain d {19- 
Eton, becauſe 2 Ly doth ;ndoe any body but thoſe 
that wzre bortnd to beep tt, « »d by hceping of 8#, 


a 19-78 capabl. t 110, the priviledpes of it. 

na [Dr., (9 1. 

pF N [1 300 Ut! he formr- c a1! Te oh np! d-ry theMinor, 
on M:. Iver, 

{ prove the Minnr, viz, tit no Nation ſhall 

-t '* J1 —_ by Jſr.:els Law , that Gil £07 lie n- 

113 cle r: - the vt, XK An, , & As BAAXHY ah have 

[int 11 witnaut the law, (hall be j1a% p01 without the 

litw:; azd as 11Y 44 have {1104 under the [aws 


= : l a as Y M 
{4 4/1 a $4. 70 4 '! F _ G 2. [ir 
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Dr. Cham. 

That is trne ; and therefore I ſay other Na- 
tions lived under that Law of 1/-achfoas tobe 
judged by it. 

Mr, Ives. 

That other Nations did r6t liv qeooyiny lo 
as to be judged by 1t, 1 prove thus 

It there be any other Narions to be judzed 

by IſfraePs Law , 'Thoſe Nations are either 
recorded in the Scriptnre or other Hiſtories, 

Bur neither the Scriprures nor other Hilto- 

ries do r:cord any ſuch thing: Erpo, 
D:. Cham. 
There are Scriprare-record: that ſhew us that! 
other Nations ſhall be jndyved by iſrael's Law, 
Mr. I»:s5. 
I pray then Sir ai2nc thole Ecripture-records, 
Dr Cham, 


I ſhall chen 2ffione Row >. 1.4.15, on Rom, 


3,19. Iv Rows 2, If 13 (al! 5; Gon ries lhynid 
be jJudeed, th: yon they nan lob Take: 
| Mr 
* this text 


7 har's rrv= tt 


maltesozinit you O17 i far from 

ſaymy rn: 3 EC: W = Law 

and rheretore {han he jon char I! 

ich che dire 007277 , rhe they vere wrichs 

CH ir, LL 4 LioehY | 
Puc it is ] 2 4 
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[21] 
nw (aith , it ſaith to them that are nyder the law : 
that every mouth may be ſtopped , ard that all the 
w:rld may become guilty before God, Here is 
ALL the WORTD are become guilty by what 
the Law ſaith co them thar are under ir, 

Mr, 1ves. 

That?; tiuc : bur how doth ic follow chat all 
che world are under the Jews Law, becanſe 
by a Law Ged will finde them gn:lty ? or how 
can this be proved to be Moſes Law, fince the 
text before cited by you, faith ſome were nor. 
under Moſes Law? a, © 

Dr. Cham, 

Yeu ſee that the ſame rhiogs were writ in the 
hearc, that were ewven by Moſes : for the text 
ſaith, They (viz, the f3emiles) did by nature the 
things contained in the Law, And therefore ir 
matters not Wwheth-rit was the Law given by 
Moſes, or no, 

Mr. /ves, 

Herz Sir vou bavye viven away your cauſe at 
once : for my buli:.eſs hath been to ſhew you, 
that the ſeventh-day-" abharh 1s not required 
of kelj:vino Gemriles by Moſes Law, becauſe 
Moſes Law was not given to the Genties ; 
which is thar 1 have h:en proving, and you have » 
been denying : and now in the concluſion you 
ſay It matters not wheth:r it were the Law 
even hy Moſes or no. So then I baye proved 
che thi1nv denyed all this while, by your own 
3 words, 
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words, becanſe you had your liberty to except 
againſt the ennmeration of Laws, in the Syllo- 
oiſm, and you excgpred agzinlt the Law of A4o- 
' ſes, laying, The Law of Nature, Moſes and Chriſt 
were all one : fo that if the ſeventh-day ſab- 
bath be nor required by 74ſes L2w 1t 13 not 
(by your own confeſſion) required by the Law 
of Nature) or the Law of Chrilt : and chat it is 
not required by Moſes Law, I have proved, and 
ſhall provefurther, by chi; Arzumenr., 

It believing Gentiles ar commanded tO 
keep the ſeventh- day ſabbarh by verine of 
Moſes Law, then they are commanced by 
that Law, Exod, 20. 

But the believing Gonmles are not "—_ ir2d 


by that Law, Exed, 20,0 koev the (eventnh- 
day ſabbath, 
Ergo, believing Gentiles are noi required by 
Moſes Law, to keep the ſeventh-day fab- 
bath. 


Here Dy. Chamberlain forbears fo reſhona t9 
Mr, lves his. a Arg mnts,aud thereupon "mg , Tile 


lam takes npon him the place of a ReSbondent,, whoſe 


efnſwers follow, 
Mr. Tellam. 
F if %» Dol lon atthog! 
*or my part, 1 am #gataltihi; Sylogutical 
way of Diſpn:a:ion, and TI >enghrycn and 
that (entleman that (lang; by you t bad 
* Mean: been aoginit all Acad: _— W2%Yos and 


ae Wy CO S Ty = LY 
Denn, rales of Diſputation allo, 


[23] 
Mr, {ves. 
| Truly Sir , we had more reaſon to think you 
Eſhould be FOR ſuch a way of Diſputation, then 
Eyouhad rothink we were againlt it, becauſe you 
yz. {piecend co make u'e of ſo much in your 
{]:re book; however,give me my liberty See the 
oarzne this way,as 1 have givenDo&or Epiſtle. 
LC himberlaing and Waen ic comes to 
4 your turn © oppoſe, rake what way you will, 

fo you prove the ching denyed, I paſs not; in 

o rhe mean time, anſwer my Argument, 


of , Mr. Tillam. 
v, ] pray rep2at it again, 
Mc, Ives, 
d The Argument 1s as before ; 


Y- If believing Gentiles, by. verius of Moſes 
Law, are commanded to keep the ſeventh- 
day Sabbath, then chey are commanded by 


. 
7 that Law, Exo4,20, 

Buc believing Gentiles are nor commanded 
v: by chat Law, Exod.20, 
E Ergo, the believing Gentiles are not com- 
6 manded by vertue of Mo/es Laws to keep 
| rc ſeventh-day Sabbath, 

p Mr. 7 ua, pr 

1] ſhe Gentiles were bonnd co keep the Law 
F chat was viven by God co Iſr a: 1, and particular- 
3 | ygthat of the feventh-day Sabbain; fnd yer BOL 
© by Exod, 20, ONELY, for they were com- 


minded in Exod,16,alfo, 


= 


Ts; 


— 


[24] 
Mr. /ves. 

My Arzument doth not fay they were bound 
by che oth of Exed, ONEi.Y bur > 548 i they 
are bound by Moſes L ot « vawiry they are) 
then chey are bonngd Hy OZ! ext Ex2a-4,20, 
| Where the ſabvzrh 15 required, am 212 orher 
Laws to be obſerved + © bur har the fame 
things mtr be roguired elit w!yge ; now it 1 
prove this Text in Ex24,:0, doth nor comman1 
che beiteving Gentiles to keep the ſeventh-day 
ſabbath, chen I have taken -way-the force of 
choſe Arguments you urze from thence > in the 
behalf of ir. Mr. Tillam, 

Well rhen, I ſay the believing Genriles are 
bound to keep the ſeventt-day {ſabbath by ver- 
tne of the Command Exod, 20, 

Mc. [wes 
I prove the veltzving Gentiles, hy that Text, 


* re not bound to keep che ſeventh-gay ſabbath 


1by this Aronment 

TIF rhat Law that requireth the Obſervation 
of the ſeventh-day iabbath, Exod. 20. be 
nor 12 force to helt-v1ins Genciles, then be- 
leving Gentiles are pot bognd by thac 
Law Ex3d. 29, to oblerve the ſerenth-day 
iabbath, 

Bur that Law thac requirerh rhe Oblervation 
of the ſeventh! day ſabbath, Ed. 29, 18 
a8 in force to the H{li21 12 Q Genes, 

Ergo, belieyin? Gentiles are nos bonnd by 


't 
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chat Law, Exod. 20. to keep the ſeventh- 


1 day iabbarh, 
7 B8 Here Mr. Tillam refuſed tr anſwer to the eAfr> 
F umenty bec 'auſe be would not be gyed to deny AMc- 


py or Minor ; and therefore one among the Compa- 
y calls upon Mr. ives to preve the. Mixor, vIz, 
hat the Law that "_ reth the Obſervation of the 
&2:»th day ſabbath, Exo054,20. is not in force to be- 
'T Ving Gentiles, 
'L Mr. [ves, 
Well, beczn'c 1 wovld improve the time for 
Edification ; thouzh here 1 might break off, and 
oroear to zrvne, waen my Reſpondent ſhall 
{pFefule ro aniw-r, yer becauſe I zm cefired by 
Jome that and hy, | ow prove that thar Law 


4s not in to | {Bel my h1 i $4 K: do: 
| If that Law Ww:1ich commandeth che obſerva- 
9 tion of the {everih-azy fabbath, Exod. 20. 


be in force nnce, hes , then 

{ the puniſhment dn» to the Troenlorefſion 

of rhat L1w, by the Law- Makers appoint- 

ment > 15 in force aato the believing Gen- 
tiles allo, 

Bur the pr: Mihment <d12 to che eranſereſiion 

of Lac Law, by the L aw - Makers 2ppoInt- 


,_- ment, is riot 1n force ro the velievin? Gen- 

& - tiles, 

* Ergo, that Lav Ex9o1.20, that commandecth 

| the OM-rvation of the ſeventh. diy iabbarh, 
13 NO! 11 | C= to tne baliey 10 4 (at >ntiles. 


H:re 


fore ove that flauds by, denycth the Minor, ani, 


[26] | 
Here My. Tillam refuſeth to anſwer, and there-y 


prayes Air, Ives to prove it, hi 
Mr, 1ves, p 

I prove the Minor , Viz. That the puniſhmen 
that the Law-ma'er appointed to the breach of t/: wi 
Sabbuh, required Exod.: 20, 25 10! in force, H 
If the puniſhment dne to the.rranſerefſion 6. 1 
that Law, Exod, 20. bein force torhe be-W, 
licy in- 'CGenriles Dy tne Law maker s appoint: WM, 
ment, then the Law-maber hath appointed, 


{ome or other to intl1R it. 'y 
Bu: the L1w-waher hath appointed none ivy, 
1916 ir, #r 


Ergo. the puniſhment due t5 the tranſorefliong 
of ri2r Law, Exod, 20, is not In force to they 
le | v1ny Gen:iles, by the Law-makers a7», 
DNL MInt. N 

if we lk into the Law of a ſhall fn b 

thas whoſoever did any: oo upon the Sabbath 4 I 
w.15 to be put to aea th, Ex 390.2: <,1.2, aud Exod. 1 T 
1.1,13, » A 1:1 when they h:d fortn1 4 man ae 1,3 4 4 


_ 
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him, X01!.1 532,723 24,25436 and they put #:'% 
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ward, for it wit nor yet deciired wha: (howla ©: 
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[27] 
ewe find a Law given to keep the Sabbath, 
2d. 20. a puniſhment aſſigned by the Ler-wakey 
hich us Death) Ex09, 2 ?T, I 42! 5» the mauner of 
execntion is pre) \cribed by God , Num. 19. 35. 
ich is ftoningwith ones : the Execationers of his 
niſhment are 'l; how {e appointed by the ſame Law, 
bich is,all the multitude: And ler 211 che a 
D 0. TUDE one him wich fo es>@c, Jer. 35:6. 
w if the event day ſab 1:thbe in force by verens f 
Moſes Law, then it iolloweth, that the ſame pzeiſh - 
at 15 117 forces” he, [umeF x cnution'ys a Jong ay! 
'} 5 waleſs that any) body c in (hew wh Yot£50% 4h at 
red the tran} WI Nor s tr nm '4 ce per na/t y of its yer b. uh 
#$99/:ted any 9: ther preniſhmentiben what ts appointed 
100% the Law of Moies. 
$ Mr. 1902s, 
P 4 Becanſe, Sir, von will not anfwer this Aran- 
ents by denyico cither M3 3X C mom _ 
"*Þ$o on rt» prove that pare fr which! 2ll 
! Do ef avik the inc -p ropnlition ap Way 
"'T! 't the Law-m:ib » 1th not A'pars ted any to 1x flibk 
* hs ; ne Panee previded in Moſes Law for the ſes 
' P2uth-, tay $ WELL, ith breaking, p92 belteving Con- 
" Y;/er 
; + 'f crheLav-meker nach appranted any tc 1n- 
"> flac punrhment (wirich . CMoſrs LIN 


li 
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[38] 
der the Law , the Sabbath-breakber was tÞp* 
ſtoned to death by the MULTITUDE : axd if v1 
that Law, the [eventh-day Sabbath be in for, 
the MULTIT UDE, then, by the ſame Law, "uy 
M{!LTITUDE are to fone the ſeverth-day SP" 
bath breakers to death, 
Mr, Tillam. Pet 
I declare , that the Law given by God ut 
Moſes npon Mount Sinai, 1s in force to all þ 
lieving entiles ; and thus 1 prove ir, 
Who!oever doth expe the (nn of righreall 
ne's co ariſe with healing nnder his wings, th” 
ar honnd to obſerve the Law of Moſes, Ma'.$ : 
7 


242.4. Remember the law of Miſes my ferva 
which 1 commarded him in Horeb fer all Iſs 
with the fitutes and judgements, Sv that 
"7 2 why Ci1141ans are bound and encov;: 
oed to k! ep ir, is, becanſe it 1s the Lew of «+ 
cen Commandments, Andhere [micbefeenl 
a Sylloeiim: but 3 will not rake that con:{; 
any [ might ſay , That Law which containet'F 

\eſe tw? canlſes, that ſaith , Thom ſhalt not kl. 
a ihos /n.A11t not commit 4 ritery. 1s the Roy: 
L2w , and char that law 15 rhe iaw of the et! 
Command ny; and lo conſequently requiret! * 
the kee! JH 2 of a Sabbath day. 

Mer. Ive 

| do perceive chart Mr. Til lam either will nc 3 
Or INnNOtC a: We cmy Ar __ eiie (nrely nh! q 
won.d not haye forgouen tie vlace of a Reſprn 


der: 


a 1 | 
45 y(t, and argue in ſtead of anſwering, . For it 
ed jc (Evident that he waves the irength of my Ar- 
for $p<nts, and propoſeth Arguments of his own, 
nw, 2g ©o linele purpoſe, 

» $591!) this #4 true - for there is neither Argus 
nt nor Anſwer in what Mr. Tillam laſt urged. 
here is 10 Anſwer : for he doth not ſo much as 


| vole 497 notice of My, Ives by Argument, one way 
11 other, 4 [4 un,theye 15 no Ar oument that con-+ 


des any thing in queſtion, if thoſe broken ſpeeches 
ithout viclating the rules of Diſputation) may be 
nourcd with the name of frouments, 

For fr{t, there us not ene word of the ſ[eventh-aay 
vi $004th in the «Argument he would ſeem to make 
Ge Maicge2yt 0, no nor ti the text it ſelf. 

- ig ?. There i no? ove word of believisy Gentiles 

0: $yÞich are the ſubjefts in the Queſtion) neither in 
e text iicr the aroument, . 

3. The promiſes and exconravements which are 
1: ade to thoſe that keep the i. OW of Moles, mention” 
__—OYL M3l.4. are as well made to the heepins the ce» 
/ Rm9-14l arthe moral part of Mries Law : for the 
ol Ft /aith 11:7 were to beep thatLaw, with the [ia» 
o $0 ES ard judgements v1ven 1n Horeb,Now if by 
" th: text the Sabbath be en19yred ,1t 15 00 otherwiſe 

$::10J ed then as it was amor.” other Statutes grven 
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b: Hot 5, of hich the ornar ents of ti e Prieſts was 
n "4 _ P 's | 
ane: 1.29.9 ard the bttrit-offerizos another, 
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[50] 
4. 'f the Sabbath be required in thu text, 

Y. ” if hot there ts an exhortation to keep the Lay 
Moles, &c, it xs required of nene but Jews, 
are (1 -anted in the E xpla 1410 Ld the C weſt ion 
be under that Law, as appear ethwerſ.4, Reme 
ber YE the law of Moſes which Y commanc 

unto him 1n Horeb for ALL ISRAEL, with: 
{tarmes znd judgements, So that this text on 
proves what us granted , 17, that all Iſrael w 
wder the Law given in HOred ; bat u far enoy 
from proving t that believi 3:0 Gentiles are bound | 
obſerve thas Law,and fa archer f 7042 anſwers ing 
Ives his Argamert : which becauſe Mir. Til\1 


[aid nothing fo ity 1 Tr F Fi V SS [ roceeded, 1 
Mr, * 7 
1f,Cod hath appointees i Lie ame panihme}l* 
tro beeflt Red ca the : ſevent! -day Cabbaib | 


breaker in tone time: 12 Gol ſpel , as he 9d 
p01at ſhould be ioſicts a u20n the Jews Sabi 
44n rl kers In the t1MC3 of the Law « I « 


demand of all chi; Aﬀl-mbly , (hace Mr, Tila 
corth refuſe io an wer) wi.9 it 15 that Gnd hat! 
pointed tocnthiin:hs breact of che teyern 


th» mes Ct £2 YyO!DEL « woretaen It be 
{ 1vil Maoziitiare, ef :2e Goſcet-Micitter 2 o9 
: 
whe:ter every man inga!! file ue 20d kill hit 
e200 Ic Keep the !everth 
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EC 
he the boldneſs to ſay; that they are all Atheiſts, 
pits, Prelates, Ranters, Unakers,and ſome No- 
joiſts » thar gainizy rhe ſeveath-day ſabbath ; 
as appears by his Book page 6, 

Hercupon Mr,1illam was provoked to anjever, 

Mr, 7 illam. 

As for my Book, there is noſuch thing in it ; 
if there 15, 1t 18 the Privters Errata: and there- 
fore you that have a minde co know the truth 
thereof, regerher with other things therew con- 
tained, you m2y buy it at Livewel C hapmans in 
FPopes-head-alley , or a: Mr, Everſdens ar the 
11, Greyhound in P./s C' urch-yard, 

/ Mr. 'Ves, 

It is france you ſhould te ionorant of your 
own book ; and as (rave, that the Princer 
ſhonid erre (o fouily as 1o pat. an Argument 
of fve or fix line* 19 yerr book, If 1t wrre not 
in ihe copie : ard that It 15 1m the book, 1 (hal! 
ſhew-you, 

Herenpon Ar. : ve: troh Ar, Fiilams 6ooþ ont 
of hu pocket, ad reed theſe very words beſore all 


114 the people, viz. ther Cod rrecept ſeconded by 
- i'4 ©13 practice cives ſuch {n!] honour to the Gah- 
3 bib, that I hear of none Fur Atheiſts, Papiltt, 


4 Peclares, Rintor Qurkere, and ſome Norion- 
{ 1's, thac deny ir Ad, Ives paving read the's 


- 


th.3 paſſages te the people, Mr.Tiiicm defireth Mr.ives 
% ts band the bark to him $, whach Jar, 114%" d:4: and 


Hs  e»®\ i J —_ tf . 
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* 132) 
Mr, Tillam, 

Tt is true, 1 mention cheſe perſons 1n m 

book : bur Ido nor compare ail that deny ch 

ſeventh-day-ſabbath ro ſuch , bnt all that den 

A ſabbath. Mr, Ives. 

Sir, that cannot be, becanic both Papilts an; 
Prelates do acknowledge A Sabbath, or a tim: 
ro worſhip , and furcher,you allnde to the ſz 
bath that ©od commanded and ſeconded b 
his praQtiſe, which was ( ſay ycu ) che ſeventh 
day ; and thereupon cell your Reader; that yo 
hear of none, ſave Athei'is, Pzpiſts, Prelaiey, 
Ranters, ©, thar deny 1T , meamig the le 


venth-day iabbath ; as any body may perceive 


that reads your Book : therefore $;r, I canno! 
bur wondes that you ſhonid be fo coptdeanr in 
your opinion, as thus to judge and ceniure thotk 
chat are contrary minded, lince you herebyTe- 


[ 
| 
( 
Y 


fale ro anſwer my Argument, and © :fhgn who% 


the Law-maker hath appointed tn execute the! 
nniſhmenc which he hath afgred in the Law 


of Moſes for ſabbath-breaking ; fince you (zy, 


both thar law and the puniſhm-rt annexed £0, 1 


It, 15 in force to the beleeving Gentiles, 
Mr. 7:llam. 

Well then, { WH aniwer you, and I do fa 
chat che great law-civer timielt (hall puni(h 
che breic1 0 tne ſeventh- day labbath, 

CH, Ives. 

7 demanded who tie laygiver hath appoint- 

ec 


133) 
red under bim co execace this puniſhment 3 for 
ſo runs the Argument ( viz, ) he hath appoint- 
ed ſome cr other, &c, and you anſwer» He 
will do it himſelf : if this anſwer had been of 
valuz, you ſhould have denyed the Major, 
rhich fairh, if rhe puniſhmenrr be in force,Cc. 
then the Law-maker ach APPOINTED ome 
vr other to ivflit ir ; here you might have de- 
nyed the Confequen: -c, 20d have told us char 
he puniſhment might be in force , though 


yonone were -vpoin:ed, becanſe the law-maker 
1; ern do it bimielf ; bur this 1s norto the Que- 
e le-F{ ton, becauſe the Queition new is, Who the 
eivelay-maker hath appo:n:ed, &c. 


130! Mr, Tillam, 
10 Well Ten, [| ſhall anſwer furcher, That 
16kſom2rime the law-maker doth puniſh immedt- 
'Te-Þprely, and ſometimes by his delicoying An- 
mhoÞ:|, and ſometimes by men ; and iney arc 
theFproperly men, who are Magiltrares in his Con 
AwWrecation, in the Church, when be ſhall fulfi 
\2y, Fhar propheſie, of r=: orig Connſellors, as at 
1 19. firſt; and Tudpes, cs at the begin ning. 
[t is obſervable, that thowgh Mc Tillam ſaith, 
Tone prviſhment i+ in force, yet be bath nat af 
av, \fgrea who ['S t9 : ow it, but ſtead thereof, tell, 


Uh 6, firſt, that fn ſom --imes pn niſh imme- 
Gtarely : ro this it my be replyeds that p/ ex be 
j puniſberh immediate. $i wen t! beſe 1 w'em he- 
nt- 4th apreinted to paniſh dont do their dety, 
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Secoxdly, He tells ws, rhat ſometime God dot) 
puniſh the tranſgreſſors of his Law, by his delttoy-} 
ins Angels : #owhich it may be anſwered, that| 
this us meſt commonly when the Magiſtrates and 
Miniſters of |wuſtice do neglett to puniſh tranſl 
greſſcrs according as they ought : yet this hinder, 
not, but allthis while ſome are appoirged to puniſhl! 
the ſeventh day Sabbath breakers, if it ought to b:| 
kept by the Law of Moies, $i 

Thirdly, Mr, Tillam ſaith. God appointeth men} 
to puniſh the breach of the ſeventh-day Sabbath ,% 
and theſe men ( be ſaith) are Magitirates in the? 
Church, &'c, but withal he adds, that ſmcb Ma 
giſtrates ſhall be, when the Propheſie of teiloring 


s 


on 


ſaymg leave Mr, Ives his Qneſtron unanſwered ?| 
For the Qneſtion is. Who God HATH appoin-" 


by 


oinnin-, ſhall be fulfilled : But doth not this w. 


; 
Counſellors as at firlt, and Judoes as ar the bel 
red, c.ard the gAnſwer w, That there SHALL 1 


be Maoviitrates in the Chnrch when the fore- 
mentioned Prophefie ſhall be fulfilled : 4: 
wh» then ſhall do it now, ts the Queſtion 3, becan(: 
the Text cited by Mr, Tillam, that exhorts to re. 
member the Law of Moſes, doth alſo call «pou the 
' ſame peoplezat the ſame time, toremember the Sta- 
tutes and JUDGMENTS ; ſo that, if beleeving 
Gentiles eA R E bourd to obſerve the Law of 
Moſes, they ARE bound to obſerve the jUDG 
MENTS alſo. 
Ss that Ms. Tillam may as well put »ff the obſer- 
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" | wation of the Stalutes, as the obſervations of thoſe 
"os Jnigmens God would have infliftted on the tranſ= 


greſſors of hu, Sta utes: and it will not ſerve his 
nf q urn to wait till God reſtoreth ſach men : for the 
$ Law that commandeth the ſeventh day Sabbath of 
vill 7 allthe Congregation of Iſrael, doth command all 
, 9 the (ongregation to ftoxe the Sabbath-breakers to 
# death, being lawfully convitted ( before a Mas 
ens Liſtrate ) of the fatt, So that if Moſes Law 
hi that requireih the obſervation of the ſeventh-day 
th oX Sabbath be in force to the ( Ongregations of belee» 
4 Ying Gentiles,as it was to the Congregations of cir- 
1n9 | cumciſed Jews , and the ſame puniſhment (as hath 
bel been argwed)be in force tothe onearwell as the ather, 
ery * then by the ſame Law, the beleeving Congregati- 
od +1 015 among the Gentiles are bound ( having conv» 
in. | fed ary anong them of Sabbath-breakixg ) toſtone 
11, ſuch a manto death : now though ſuch Congrega- 
_ 1 tions that do ot keep the ſevruth-day Sabbath by 
by; \ vertne of Moſes Low, are not tyed thus to de ; yet 
a1 all of Mr. Tillams opinions 1 mean, all (uch Con- 
ve. Lregations that hold themſelves bound by Moles 
th, Law to keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath, 1 ſay,all ſuch 
o,,, ( ongregations ſtand bound to ſtone that member 10 
\ing  Aeath, that (hall be found to break, it, having law- 
A br; fully convitted him by two or three witneſſes : nei- 
1G. ther have they any other rule by that Law to put a- 
' way ſuch an evil, or ſuch an evil doer from among 
'"R them : aud this would hold goed in all refpefts, if 
God ſhould at any time bring a Magiſtrate of the 
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{ommonwealth to be a member in Mr, Tillams 
Church: then by his own grant, if they ſhall couvitt 
a member for Sabbath»=breaking before ſuch a Ma- % 
giftrate, then ſuch a Magiſtrate by Moles Law | 


 oxpht to judge him guilty of death ; and then it | 


round!y followeth, that all Mr. Tillams Congrega- © 
tion muſt fone that man with ſtones till he die, to ® 
put away the evil from an:ong them, "g 

Who then can be true to this ſeventh-day Sab- © 
bath-heeping, principally a5 b.und to it by Moſes 7 
Law, bnt they muſt alſo ſubmit their necks to (uch ©: 
a yoke as this, which is nit conſiſtert with that Law 
of love and charity, which out to be preferred a- © 
»0nug Chriſtians is the times of the Goſpel? | 

Thus having grven a faithful account of the | 
Arguments and Anſwers urged by Dr. Chamber- 
lain and Mr, Tillam, and Mr, Ives the firit day: 
Iſhall now proceed to the £rouments and Anſwers © 
inſiſted on by beth fides the next day, which was | 
on Friday 7 of Jav.1658. | 

The pcople being aflembled, 14r. Ives re- 
peateth the Queliton, which cake as follow- 
eth, 

Mr. Ives. 

The Queſtion agreed to be farther diſpnied 
chis day,is, Whether all beleeving Genriles arc 
bound co keep che ſeventh-day Sabbath ; and 
1 ſhall deſire, char whoever ſhall ſpeak this day 
to this queſtion, either as Opponent or Reſpon- 
dent,inay apply themſelves to the right rules 
Diſpucation. | Mr, 


ſ 
1 
ms Þ Mr, Tillam, | 
it i As to the queſtion fared, I do freely afſent 
{a- Þ tothe rerms agceedon, and do ſay, that all be- 
aw I lieving Gentiles are bound ro keep the ſeventh- 
it 3 day Sabbath: bur as to your other Motion,v;z, 
ga- 7 that we obſerve the Ruies of Di'ipnr:rion, this 
10% Itold you yeſerday,and do tell you again, that 
ſuch a way of Diiputation 15 vai” Pailoſophy,and 
ab- % the device of mans wiſdom, and therefore 1 
ſhall cor be tied to any (ſuch Method, 
ch Mr. Ives, 
aw} Fir, 1 do not tie you tothis or that WAY :; Ons 
4a" ly Ithink you miſ-epply Scrip:nres, when you 
bring them to prove that making Syllogiſms is 
the 7 nnlawful, when ſuch forms of Arguing are fre- 
er- 7 quently found in Scripture : however, Sir, give 
4)» me leave to uic it, till 1am perſwaded of the 
ers 7 unlawfnlneſs of it; and 1 ſhall cive you your 
was | liberty to prove elther by Syllogiſms or by plain 
| Tex:s, Thar all believing Gentiles are bonnd to 
re- keepthe ſeventh-day ſabbath. 
W- Mr. Tillam. 
There is no plain Text, that in ſo many 
words proves the Propofition, 
red Mr, 1zes. 
are If there he no plain texr to prove the Pro- 
1nd poſition, then you muſt prove by conſequence, 
day vwyehich is 1951 the matt=r, the ſame with Syllo- 
Dn” 8 vifino; ard therefore 1 wonder you ſhonld beſo 
80! mnch. 002i ſuch a way of Diſc-urſe, 


Fd 


EY [38] 
Mr, Tillam, 
I am not againſt Coniequences or Inferen- 


ces from Scripture, though 1 am againſtdiſputing 


in Mood and Figure, 
M. 1ves. 


If yon will not diſpute by Mood and Fignre, ; 
then I ſhall cie you to bring plain Texts for : 


what you affirm, 
Mr, Tillaw, 


There is not a Text ſaith,in ſo many words, 7 


(as I have cold you) that believing Gentiles are 


bound to keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath ; bur * 


there is Text that requireth the People of God 
andthe Servants of God co obſerve it,and there- 
fore by conlequence > beitevip2 Gentiles are to 
obſerve 1t > if they are Gods People and Ser- 
Vants. 

Mr. ves. 

Sir, what proof you have, you may ſpare ir, 
till we are agreed how to diſpur* : however, in 
the mean timeglec me tell you;though you prove 
rhe people of (09, ard the ſervants of God, 
were required ro keep the {eventh-day iabbath, 
this will not reach our dift:rence, becanſe the 
Jews were called both Gods ſervants and Peo- 
ple, whom we lay were bound to keep itz bur 
this doth nor prove char all believing Gentiles 
are bound to It, | 

Mr, T liam, 
Well, it I make ic appear by thoſe or the like 
CON- 


39] | | 
conſequences,that believers] in Goſpel-times are* 
co keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath , I hope it will 
= {ufhce. 

2 Cr, Ives. 
Z 7 wonder that Mr. / iam ſhonld be defiirme 
—Rof plain S-ripture to prove his practile, eſpecial- 
31y conſidering that he blames men in his Book, 
Apage 96. for ſertin up Ordinances by Conſe- 
2quence*, and calls ſuch a practiſe Philoſophy, 
Zandyain deceits of men , whenas now himſelf 
Jhab no plain Text to prove bjs piatile by, 
4 Mr. Tallam, 
I thivrk Cod hath a defigne to promote my 
* por Book; therefore, if any body bave a deſire 
;rolt, they may have it at Livewe! Chapmans in 
* Popes-head-Alley, or at Mr. Everſdensin Pats 
|; Church-yard, 
Mr. Ives, 
SIR , we met not here to procure Cultomers 
| for your book , but to diſgnre ; and cherefore if 
you will prove your practiſe by p:ain Scripture, 
do; for fince you have cried down all —_ 
wayes, both Syllogiſtical and Conſequential, I 
ſeeno Reaſon \ why you ſhon!d not keep to your 
own Rale, preſcribed by your {elf in your Book: 
however,that we may nor ſpend ;ime ron pur- 
poſe, I ſhall be content, ſo you prove the propo- 
ftion, take what way you will, provided thar 
yon prove either the Antecelunpt or the Confe- 


quence by plain Text. 


[40] 
Mr, Tillam. he 

Well then, I will proceed coprove, that alFnb 
beleeving Gentiles are bonnd to keep the {eMva: 
venth- day Sabbath: Thus: 1 

If that it be thz duty of all men to keep chelfWa 
ſevench-day abbarh, chen it 13 che duty of eve.Mor 
ry emer Gentile ; bur ir1s the duty of alla 
men ro keep the ſeventh- day $25Harh 2: Frgofn: 
it 1s the dury of every helreying Gentile roy all 
keeprhe (:venth-day Sabbath, 

{t is wirthy obſer vation. that though Mr, T1 
lam had pro'aned the rules of Syllo viſtical Dijurel "1 
tion, ax? cricd down - Conſequextiil ways of pro-WC« 
ving the lawfilne(s of any any, yet he himſelf i1' Sr 
forced at laſt to baild up this Santteary, that he. "2 


hath b:en ;ulling _ ar1 hallow that way which 
he had before rofaned, by mk, 0 Hſe of tt to prove” 
his praftiſe, th 25h he! 2a% be; ore cried it cown a; =m 
prof anc, 


Mit, Joes, / 

Sir, youarg12e thus ( 212, ) Ifirbethe daty 2n 
of all ro keep the ſ.yenth- -diy, then it is the 4 
duty of all b:lezvino Gentiles +: Bur ir is the  { 


duty of all men 'N, Sc Ergo. [f 

I geny the M:rior ( viz. ) het it is the duty « 

of all men to ke2p ih - {#VE2t2-azy Saobath, 
M: 7illamp 


Thu I prove ow of / ark 2, 27. Where 
ſaid, The Sabhath _ [3 > ” ſ 
has fo the Sabbath » Wherel: 13 eviJen?, that 


[41] 
he Law was made for che SubjeRs, and not 
nbjets for the Law ; even fo the Sabbath 
as made for man,and not man for the ſabbath. 
Again, Whateyer was made for Adam, is 
ade for all men ; but che Sabbath was made 


1e-Mor Adam, becanie in ihe Texts it was made for 
alla: ; and the word in Greek is «-9pome, 
vg nd in Latine Hows, which comprehencech 


ll men, and {o doth Adam. 

w" Mr. [v2s, 

i] Mr. T:lam in his Book faith, God is plain, 

_. 96. and wonders that people will bring 
:onſequences 1n liead of plata P:eceprs ; bur 

t ſxems there 1s neither plain Precepr' nor 


L wt 


heplain Conſequence to be found for his pra- 
chYe1*, 
v4 For fir, there i; neicher 2 command to all 


7; Amen, much leis ro 21] beleevers 1n this Text, 
Again, I do conſme vour {<1 of the word 
Adm ont 0f your 0999 Book, po, 14, where 
/ Jitis objzRed, tha: £5 D A NM be in7 in honours 
2 *Adid not aviae a; gr PiaL 49, i 2. your An- 
: {veer 13, that ic * > DENIES of ſach as 
the CANTeXT Me; ation%Q ha: oroit in their wealth, 
&c, Per thei you tave —_— ycur ſelt, 
& e {omwinar may be __ of: Adam that 
QT BOL CINCern every M29 ; c4:8refore the 
ath miohe bs made for man, <Q yer not 
r every m2, 
H:re Mr, Tilinm 1:4 raiſe another Aroumenty 


inſtead 


of 

; 

[2 
f 


42]. 

inflead of making good the former, and therefy;4 
becauſe that more was ſaid to this Argument of h 
terwards, [ (hall omit to raention the new ones eith 
now or at any time hereafter, till 1 have brought iu 
firſ# all that war ſaid to the old ; for many times ll 
urged new Arguments before the old eves were fin 
ſhed,and then was forced to leave thoſe new one s, tip 
ſpeak farther to his old ones agarn. 

, Mr, Tillam, 

I confeſs, inthe 49 Pſalm the word Adami; 
reftcained, but here iy ihe 2 of Caark iti, ; 
NOr, 4 

Mr. Ives. K 

Well, if ir be relirained there, thenis not. 
your Argument good, (viz, ) that whatever 
ts ſaid of man or A D A 24, 1s laid of every _ 
may, | 7 
Here /r, Goinold deſired to ſpeak a word or » th 
two touching the word «83 7:5 which was iy the * 
queſtion, and told Mr, Tillam, that evvpun; 
_ not ſign fie every man, unleſs T*"s be joyned "0 
wity it, 


O 
e 


Du! 
pt 
10! 
d, « 
"F; 
were 


Tothis Dr, Chamverlain replied, that none are = 

: excepted fromthe word «vIpo7s , though nas "yy 
be not joyned, &c 
Atr. Ives. to! 


Burt 1. Ti/lim hath confeſled (ome are ex- yþ, 
cepied, when he ſaid, that '«+% 75 In Pſaly yet 
49. doth {tgnifte only fach men that cut in * 


their wealth ; and it 1s not vet ſhewsy, tizar A- (hi 
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foi, or man bath a more unlvenkal fignification 
4 he 2 of ark, then in Pſalm 49. ſince the 
b rd by his own confeſſion is the ſame, 

' "Bur 1 furcher anſwer, that ic js frequent in 
ipture co 4-ply talags unio man, w-*n yer 
doth not iocend every man ; as firſt, it is 
Wd, Gen 8.21. { will no more curſe the gronnd for 
MANS [ake,&:, whenas Neah and his Family 
ere exempted fromthecurſe, Again Deut,5. 
ic 1s there ſaid,that God did talk with MAN, 
ad he liveth, Now here the word MAN is fo 
is from fignifying all men,that it is reſtrained co 
Woſe people that were aflembled abour the 
mounrcain; wiich were (o far from all, that they 
were but a handful , incompariſop to the reſt of 
) Mankinde. 


! Thu appears further, if we conſider that ſaying 
' ihthe 4th of Deur, aud compare it with the 5 li; in 
" phe 5th it is ſaid, that when Ged did give them the 
' Law, he ſpake with MAN,avd he lived : that this 
4 onely the Nation of I'rael, Dent. 4. 33. tells us 
plainly; Did ever people hear the voice of God 
ou: of the mi6R of thefire,as THOU batt heard, 
and lived? & ver.35.UntoTHEE it was ſhewed, 
&c. and ver.;,6, Our of keaven He made THEE 
to hear His voice, So that Iſfaels Law, tw which 
the Sabbath was contained, was made for man, and 
(JO 1107 for every man. 
eAc4in, God ſatth, Ir is not good that man 
ſhonld be 2lone, Ger,2.1 8. here the Lord made 4 
\ wo® 


Ki 


li 
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woman for Adin : but would it not be ridicy! 
to reaſon thus : Whatever the Lord made for Ad 
every man is bound to keep ? wonld it not then | 
low, that Pan! and all other men ſin, that have 
wives, becauſctne woman was made for Adam ? 
not th:s as good Logich a1 Mr, Tiliams, who ſai 
2 be Sabbath was made for man, and therefore ey 
1) may us botrnd toheep it ? 

Mr T:/lam, 

If rhar-Texr aileadged by vou,Demt. 5,t 
underſtood of eAdan, then you have ove 
thrown your Ar:zument yeſterday , wherei 
you denyed the exicar of the Law of Moſes t 


Fl 

th 
e,v 
40h 


all men, , 
IViie / VES, 1N 
Ic 18 era, tar if eAdam, crihe word mano 


be always underſtood for every individual man? 
then my laying, that God gave the Law in Sinulh = 
unco I1AN, doth overthrow wha: I ſaid ye!$#! 
ſterdzy,and to day tov 2 bur this is begging theÞP! 
Qretiion, ard rating it for granredythat where 
ever any thing is ſpoken of or to MAN © fo 
HO, that itis to be nndercftood of every) 'w 
manzt:en which nothing is more falſe,as I have. J# 
already ſhewn, a 
e Mr. Tillns, p 

As to wiat you o5j2Qed from CGez. 8, 21, 
Ianſwer, that by GodGs carfin» the c£xound for L 
ALANS fake, it 1s ro be nnderiicod cf all men © 

aniverfally, bec:niſe al! men fined in eden, 

] M- 


| [45] 
Chl, Mr, 1ves, 
\ din ay again, that God did nor curſerhe ground 
2 {i the fin of Noab,bur for che wickedneſs of thar 
etc, nnd therefore N.ab is exc2pred:when God 
1 2 Web: the graund was curſed for mans lake, he 
(al. of Ncah, Thee have 1 found upright in this 
nerati'n ; therefore you {ee rhara thing may 
done for /1 ANS ſake, when it 1s not "done 
vr ihe fake of every man, ©o the Sabbath 
ight be mad» fir mn, and yer not for every 
dividual man, 25 bath been a! ready ſh:wn 
nce and again, 


/14r. Till:my., 

Nyab W25 uncles the curie; being made 2 

@riſoner In the Ark ; where2s otherwiſe he 

11Fhou!d have been free: and every man feels the 

n.Furſe of eAdam noon hin 

ay Againzto the Text, Dex: . 5, when the Werd 

Jah, he ſpake to may, te meas that he dtd nor 

Fpcak to children, . 

The queſtion was rot, pe: _ Noah 4d ;0t in 
; "ſome meaſure ſuſfer by reaſon of the Deluge 5 but 
\whether this curſe was for hi: {. he ? Good men may 
ſuffer in a common: cala _ whes the calamity 
may not be for thei” ſabes, but for the [akeof thofe 
Wicks 4 men am3n; 12:18 the 1 dw ll, 

Again, How cond it be 1 curſe for Noh t9 
be ſaved in the Arb þ '? I confeſs tris 's ſuch a Para- 
dox that the world n:wer heard of loſers. And 
whereas it is (cid, (rd Gahe with ran, Diut. 5 

70 


[ 4.6] 
to fegrifie that he dil or ſpeak to children : W,; 
then, it follows ſrom hence, that 1 AN. is 
always taken for every ſou :ud danught 'r of \du 
as Mr, Tiilam hath been pleating ; but as God 
ſaid to ſpeak to man by way of diſtinftion from ch 
dren : ſo ( as hath beem [aid he is ſaid ro (p: 
to (ALAN when he did ſpe. k to lirael, by way 
diſt inttion from all other Nations in the world, 
hath already been plentifully ſhewed, 
Mr, Tilams ſecond Argument. \ 

If che Gentiles that could not be Profolyt: 
nor joynedto the Jewes, were bound to ke 
the ſeventh-day Szbbath, then all men wer 
bound to keep the ſeyvemth-day Sabbath : by 
that ſuch Gentiles are {o hound, I prove ont c 
Eſai. 56. 5,6, Thus ſaith the Lird to the Enmucl! 
that keep my Sabbath, &c. , And let net the ſon 1 
the ſtranger that is joyned to the Lord ſay,The Lori? 
hath ſurely ſeparated mes &C. | 

Atr, lves. f 

I anſwer, firſt, Theſe cerms in the Text are? 
like the cerm 7ZAN, which you laſt infited © 
on: and how can an univerſal Propoliciop be z 
concluded , when che premiſes are bur inde- 
fivice > Bur ſecondly, As this Text doth not 
reſpect all men, ſoir doth not relate to belee- 
vers 10 Goſpel rimzs, which is che thing you are 
to prove: and that this Text doth not relate to 
belecvers in Loſpel mes, there are theſe Rea- 
ſons in the Text it {«1f, 


« 1471 

Firſt, Becauſe ic re}pe&s the time in which 
acrifices avd burnt- Offerings were to be offe- 
ed, ver,7. where God tells theie men, who- 
ver they are, thar if they do the thing thar 
pleaſerh him, that therr Burut-Offerings and their 
acrifices ſhall be accepted upon h1s Fltar, 8c. 

Second'y, This laying in Eſay doth not re- 
pet choſe itrangers tbat ſhould be Profelyred 
o tne Chriſtian Religion 1n rhe time of the 
zoipel, bur ſuch as were Proſelyred to the 
Jews Religion iv the time of the Law : for ic is 
aid, that ever them, he ( viz, Ord ) will bring to 
0 bis holy mount +i:1, and make them [oyful in his 
bouſe of praver, ver, 7. 

3. Thar this houle of Prayer was not Chriſt's 
[piritual houſe, rhe Church of the New Teſta- 
ent, appezrs by Cirift's ow? Wi:td*, Mats 
q 21,12,13, An1 Teſes went into the temple of 
$God, and caſt ont all them that (»1d and b:utht,and 

yoverthrew the tables of the mony-chatng'rs, ard the 
years of them that ſold doves, and ſaid to them, It 
is written, My lcuſe (hall be called the houſe of 
"prayer, but ye have made it a den of theeves. <o 
char ir appears plainly by the words of Chriit, 
that this hou'e of which the Prophet [pe:keth, 
was the material cemple, which they had made 

a houſe of merchandiz® by buying and felling in 
; Ir, and not the ſpiritval Houle of Chri't in the 

New tellament, 
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Mr, Tillam, 

ay thetime ſpoken of in Eſay 56.1s the G 
ſpel-rimes, becanie in che firlt verſe ut ſpeaks of 
Salvation ro come, and a Righresninels to be 
xevealed : ſecondly , becaule it ſpeaks of Eu. 
nuchs chat were to be joyned to the Lord 
which could nor reſpeX the times of the Lzm 
becauſe in the Law, D:#t.23,1+1t 15 ſaid, that aj 
Emn::ch ſhall not entcr into the { ongregation of the 
Lora, 


Mr, 1ves. 

| anſwer, firit by concetfionzthat tae time ſpo- 
ken of 1n the ficlt verſe 1s che Goſpel-times; but 
the Text doth not (ay, they ſhall keep the fab 
bath when thoſe rim=s come, but the Promile: 
of the Benefits that ſhonld accrew ro-rhem by 
Chri't at his comin», uſed as motiwes to (tir np 
the people to do the things that were THEN 
required, as appears verſ.1. Thus ſaith the Lord, 
Keep Judgement and DO juſtic e, FOR my ſalvation 
25 at hayd, 3 3 O come ; 2s if the Lord had faid;} 
Yournat do expect benefir by tae falvation 708 
come, in the Goſpel, malt be very careful ro dofif 
thoſe things that are commanded in the Law, | 

And whereas it is ſaid thar this mult needs 
reſpe& Goſpel-rimes,becauſe the Enr.nch is aid 7 fo 
ro be admitted, which cond not be under chef 
Law ; 1 aniwer, tici?, char afier ten cenerations|3 ; 
he migkit enter, tiicuzh rot before ; : and there” 
was morethen tes generations paſſed from Mr d: 
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ſe:to the time of this Prophet Eſay ; fo that 
chongh the Eunnch could nor enter ax firſt, yer 
afrer ten generations , he might be zdmitcred 
into the Jews Church, + 

Again, I have hinted that theſe conld not be 
Goſpel-times,becauſe they that ſhall bethus ad- 
$ micced ſhall offer Sacrifices nd Burnt-cofferings: 
to which you have not anſwered a word, 

Furthermore, he doth not bid them keep the 
ſabbath becauſe ſalvation WAS come, bur be- 
cauſe it was TO come ; which ſhews, that thoſe 
were duties to be obſery'd before the coming of 
JESUS CHRIST, 

Laſtly, Mr. Tillans ſaith in his Argument; that 
they are the Sons of Strangers, and inch Gen- 
tiles 2s could nor be joyned to the Jews Reli- 
eion ; bur che Text ſaich che dire& contrary, 
(viz.) That the Son of the ſliranger HAD joyned 
bimfelf to the Loyd, vec\.3. and let not the ſon of the 

ranger which IS joyned to the Lord, &c, aud the 
F/trangers that cleaveto the Lordueri.6 hem will I 
2 bring to my holy mountain, Kc. 
54 Mr, Tillam, 
© There 1s inthe Text, Man, and the Son of many 
{x co rake hold of chis Righteonſneſ(s, and there- 
[# fore it mult be underſtood of every man. 
3 Andwhereas you ſay, here is Buror-cfferings 
4 in the Text, as well as keeping the Sabbach ; I 
* anſwer : what is mcant by Barat-offerings , 18 
{| doubtful, ir being a word of a various fignitica- 
E 
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tion ,' bur he that takes lover tobe Prieſt! 

may cake their Services to be Sactifices: and thi; 

I the rather think, becauſe che Text ſaith, het 

this ſalvation # eons th:n they ſpall keep the ſabai 
Mc. 7ves, 

Mr. 7:1 adds to this Text divers things,an 
the Scriptnce ſaith, Add not to his words, leſt I y 
refrove thee, and thin be found a lyar, Prov.3 of c 
As fir't, he ſaich ic 1s wricten, They SH A LY 
keep the Sabbath, whes thus Salvation tu coneW 
whereas the text doth nor ſay fo, bur bids then; 
do juſtice; and keep the Sabbaths, becauſe the (al 
vation was neer to come, that by ſo doing the 
might be a perple prepared for the Lord, accor 
ding as John by his Mini'iry did prepare an 
make ready the people for the ſalvation < 
Chrilt, by perivy 2divg them to obedience, Se 


> MK. wo 


condly, the Tex: faith of theſe (rangers, as ; 
have already ſhewn, that chey WERE joyreShe 
cothe Lord « and Mr, Till;nz in his ArcumerWh 
faith they were 2ots end they could nor be j e joy, 
ed tothe Lord, .n 


Thirdly , Chriſt lairh, (it yo 7voN Will be lieve him! þ 
that this hon! e, in thi Is 56 of (Elan, 1s che mat: 3 
rial Temple, cur of which i= whipe choſe cha 
bouzht and ſoldzand this he calls a honſe of pray? 
er, according a5 it was written by the Prophet: 


bur'Mc, Tillar ſaith, if you will believe him r4- "7 

ther chen Chriſt, that this honie of prayer 1s the # 

Church of the new Teſtament, Pp 
coll 


A 
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phert ſpeaks of che material Temple, then the 
Altars and Sacrifices muſt needs be marerial Al- 
tars and material Sacrifices, 
Þ Fourrhly, I wonld demand of Mr, Ti/law 
"W wherever Goſpel-ſervices are called BURNT 
WM OFFERINGS: fo thar whereas he ſaid, he 
would brivg plain Tex; to prove his praQtiſe, he 
tncns all plain Texts into Allegories ; and 1s this 
to arcye without 2 Conſequence ? 

Mr Tillam, 

The ſtrangers mentioned in the Text are the 
Sons of , Adam ; and the place unto which they 
all be joyned, 13 Gods houſe, whichthey did 
Dor inJoy at this time , bur were {eparated, 

HMoabs Peopie muſt! have ten Generations 1n 
ne full profeſſion of religion, before they could 
pe admitted; and fo uanlt theſe Ennuchs : again» 
he Jews would not admir of Greeks into the 
'Y W enple,which were Gentiles; which ſhews rhar 
Tits Text ſpeaks not of any other time then che 
m 7: ime of the Goſpel. 

L's Whereas it 15 ſaid by Mr, Tillamythat the ftrans 
U2prs mentioned in the Text are the ſons of Adam, 
ho ever denyed that? for whoſe Sons (hould they 
pe elle ? mnuleſs he will fall into the Fancy of ſom? 
1 3h2t tell us of men before Adam, 

'Y% eAnd whereat he ſaithythe Ennuch was to be (e« 

ue ar ated to ten Generations, as the Moabite wasgthis 

90 'Þath been a»ſwered once and again , and he takgs no / 
E 2 13 
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So the, if by Chrilts interprecation the Pro-\, - 
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notice of it : forthe Moabite and the Exruch alſo, 
might enter into the Jews Church after ten G:ner 
tions, though not before, and therefore bo b the ore 
and the other might have been admitted 1# the t mes 
of this Prophet, which was more then ten Gerera: 
tions f1 rom Moles, as bath been [aid, 

And whereas it is ſaid, the 7ews would not ad-| 
mir of Greeks into the Temple, and there/ore not of 
theſe ſtrangers : 

T he anſwer i eaſie : for though the Jews would 
not admit of Greeks, or ſtranger s uncircumciſed, 
Jet they would have admitted of them, if they had 
Joyned themſelves tothe Lord, by Circumciſion, 

Mr, Ives. 

If all theſe terms, Sacrifice and Brrnt-effer: 
ings,and altar, holy mountain.and houſe of Prayer, 
be Allegorical, as you imagine, by your thus in» 
rerpreting the text» then why may vot the word) 
Sabbath inthe text, be allegorically underſtood Þ 
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Mr. Tillazs, 7 

My reaſon 1s, becanſe the ext ſaich,the boa 
there (poken of, ſhould be called of all Nation! 4} 
eA houſe of Projer; whict cond not berrae cf: F 
the Temple of Jeruſalem, becauie all Natiou|| 
conld not be contained 1n i, 
Mr. Ives, 

It doth not follow, char ali Nations ſhould! ; 
nor, or conld nor ſo account of Geds honſe og 
Zeraſalem, as to call it a bcuſe sf Prayer: becauic® 
£114) 
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chat houſe conld not containthem all. And ſe- 
condly, the rexr faith nor that all Nariong 
ſhould be contained in ir , but that all Nations 
ſhould ſo call ir : and that of all Nations it wag 
5 WF fo called, the Scripture ſaith, #,2.5, that there 
were at Jeruſalem, devont men, out of every Nation 
nuder Heaven, And thirdly, I ſhall defbre a» 
0410, that the rext in Eſayunder debate, mighr 
0 WM be compared with Matrhew 21.13, and 1 4,a9d 
then you will be able tojudge, whether Chriſt 
la or Mr, Till: 1s the belt expolicor of rhe houſe 
4, of God ſpoken of in the 56 of Eſay;which is all 
44 1 (hall ſay to this Arzument : andif this texr 
reipe&s not the Belcevers in Goſpel-rimes, as 
_ MW by waar hath been faid ir doth nor; then hath 
TH not Mr, Tillam proved his Argument, which 
7 was, that the Gentiles chat could nor be pro- 
ſelyred ( which he underſtands for Chriſtian 
Gentiles ) were bonnd ro keep the leventh- 
* day ſabbath : bnr I ſhall ſay no more. 
= Here Mr, Tillam leſe off being opponent, and 
3 Mr, Ives became Opponent, ard De, Chamber- 
ale? f lain ReSþondent. 
ry Mr, ves. 
co I am to prove, that all beieevers are not 
"F: bound to keep the ſeventh-day labbzrn x i 
” in order herennto I have urecd this Argument 
Thar 1f beleeving Genciles are not deat 


Yd} 
od 


vlay i hen all bz leevers are not bound 
vl. Bur beleeving Gentiles are not bound, | 
21t 4 Er, E 2 The 


chiSennmecation ( viz.) if all beleeving Gen» 
tilesare bound to keep the ſeventh- day ſab- 
bath, they are bound, either by the Law of 
Natnre, Moſes, or Chriit : bur all beleeving 
Gentlles are not bound, either by the Law of 
Nature, Moſes, or Chrilt,ro keep rac ſeventh 
day ſabbath : Ergoz All beleeving Gentiles 
_ bonnd to keep the ſeventh- -day Sab- 
bath, 

It was anſwered yeſterday, that beleeving 

Gentiles were bonnd by the Lay of Moſesto 
keepthe ſevench-day ſabbath; ſome Arguments 
were then urged, to prove that belceving 
Gentles are not bound by Moſes Law to keep 
the ſeyventh-day ſabbath ; 
guments did relate to the 20 of Exodus , which 
I chus framed, ang do again urge iczehat it may 
be anſwered, 

Tf chat Law Exod, 20, which requireth the 
obſervation of the ſeventh-day ſabbath, be in 
forcetothe belecving Genuiles, then the pu - 
niſhment -due co the cran'greſſion of that Law, 
by the Law-makers appointment 1s In force ro 
the beleeving Gentiles allo, 

Bnt the puniſhment due ro the rranlereſſion 
of that Law Exe4. 20, by rhe Law-makers ap- 
pointment 15 not in force to the deleeying 
Gentiles, 

Ergo, That Law Exod. 20, that requireth 

ec 


The Minor beino denied, 1 proved it by®\ 


the laft of which Ar- 


we. 
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e obſervation of the leventh-dey l2bbath, ig 
Lin force to beiceyino Gentil:s 
Dr, Chamberlin, 
As to the Law of Nature, Miſes, and Chrilt, 
do not think there 1s {o many Law-givers, as 
have 1o many aitinRtions ; bue I doown 
2 20 of Exodus for a bindin?s Law, b:cauſe 
W: Saviour (zith, Mar.5. I am not come todeſivry 
e Law, &:, Now then, If nor one jor or titele 
the Law (hall fail, cher nor che ſabbath ; and 
n{equentially nor che proiſhment annex2d 
the breach of ir ; for withonr puniſhmerrc, 
e Law 1s of no force : forthe (irength of che 
w bein? for the curbing of finfnl Nature, 13 
19 ule, unleſs there be a guniſhmenr, and 
taour It the Lay would loſe irs force and 
207 ; and theexecution of this Law 1511 the 
ad of ſuch Mieifttrates az are Adminilirators 
Ec Chrilt, 
$i Mr, Ives, 
# The Dr, ſhould have dire2d his 2nſwerto 
my/ Argument, by affininga puniſhment ap- 
pointed by the Law-mzker to be inflicted upon 
be leeving Gentiles for not keeping the ſeyenth- 
day abbath; but in ezd rhereof,he confeflerh 
gar rhe Law 13 of no force withont a paniſh- 
met: well then, by his ewn confeffion » If 


there be no pnniſhmer:t co be infliaed npon 


the b:leeving Gentiles, then the Law thar 
commands ( if any fuch theres be ) karh Joſtirs 
4 force 
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force and vigor :4nd that che puniſhment is nox 
in force; I prove by this Argument : If the 
puniſhment gue to the breach of the ſeventh. 
day fabbath, required Exod, 20, be in force by 
the Law-makers appointment to beleevying 
Gentiles, then the Law-maker hath appointed 


ſome or Other ro ipfli& it ; but he hath appoint- | 


ed none to inflitit. . Ergo, 
Dc. Chamberlain. 

Iſhall find our a betrer anſwerer then my ſelf, 
and that is the Apoſtle Paul, Rom. 13. and 
1 Pet. 2. 13, 1 Pet, 4.15. in which text, an 
evil deer is the general word ; and all evil 
doing 1s puniſhable by the 'Magiltrates ; theſe 
are Sermons preached by Paul and Peter, 

Mr, [/ves. 

My Argument waszIf the puviſhment in the 
LAW beinforce, then God bath appointed 
ſome or other toipfliRt it ; and if he hath, 1 
delired the DoRor to affign who God had 
appointed ro inflit that pnniſhment npon 


beleeving Gentiles, which was appointed in | 
the Law for ſeventh-day ſabbath breakers; and | 
in flead thereof,he cites ſeveral rexts, which we | 


well knew before,none of which requireth the 
Magiſtrate to puniſh the be/eeving Gentiles with 


death, for not obſerving the ſerenth-day Sab- | 
bath : For fiſt, here 1s no mention made of | 
che Sabbach, nor of the puniſhment what it | 


ftould be, 


FR |. \ 


Secondly, Ifby the Magiſtrates puniſhing 
all evil, aft be meanc all che evils againſt the 
firt Table, as well as the Second, then the 
Maziftrate may and muſt determine all Do&ri- 
nal crnths, and puniſh fach as ſhall err from his 
determination : which the Dr, will nor allow. 

Thirdly, the Dr. hath art one blow given 
away the Canſe which the good people of this 
land have contended fcr in | 


blood for this many yeers, * * Which is, thar 
| they might have li- 


berty tro worſhip God according to their Conſcien- 
ces, and that the Magiſtrare may not bea judg in 
Spirituals, ro puniſh with death or impriſonment all 
thar differ from him in matters of faith or worſhip, 


And Jaltly, Tr is a begging the Queliton, to 
take it for granted, that Sabbath-breaking ( 1 
mean the ſeyenth-dzy Sabbarh-breaking)is an 
evil, before ic be proved ro be ſo, 

Dr. Chamberlain. 

I iha]l own, and have printed,chat Magiſtrates 
are allowed of Godto puniſh che duties of the 
ficſt and ſecond Table ; only with this cancion, 
that he is not toapply Legal puniſhments ro 


Goſpel fins, nar Goſp:l puniſhments to Legal 


{in*;ind hÞ T have proved ont of rhe evidences 
of Peter and Pax! ; fo that as the Mavilirare 
is to puniſh all ontward Idolatry, Sweartng 
and Blaiphemy, ſo alſo rhe Sabbath, but nor 


that which is of mans invention ; but the ſe- | 


ventt 


| 


| 
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venth day Sabbath vy' picht the Lord lanAified, 

nd for whici te calls himſelf Lord of ffabbaths; 
and Chrilt was both a keeper and preacher of 
this Sabbath, Jſat,t 2, : now then, for a man 
to keep nine of the Commandme prs, andſay, 
the ſeventh- day 'abbath which mikes up ihe 
tenth is of no torce, is againſt Chriſt. | 

Mr, Ives. 

I have offered, that if the Magilirate be to 
puniſh all Idolatry by Gods appointment, and 
alſo the breach of the ſevenrh-day ſabbarhchen 
he mult alſojudg what is Idolatry, and what is 

$adbath-breakin? ; and if ſo, rhe Dr, may not 
be long before he bzconvited, For Idolatry 
15 not only worſhipping falle Gods, bnt the 
true Godin a falſe manner, 

Bur ſecondly, Idojairy was in the Law pu- 
niſhable with death, and the {abbath-breaker 
was tO be ſtoned ro death, Nowif the Law 
of Moſes be in force, and the puniſhment 
thereof in force avain!t thoſe that keep not Sa- 
turday-ſabbarh, and ( as you have faid )) the 
Civil Magiitrate is to 1nfit& 1t then (according 
to your opinion) the Reaſon why we live, 15, 
becanſe of the wickedneſs of the Civil Maci-» 
firate ; for if the Civil Macilirate did bnr har 
which you call his duty, we ſhould all of us by 
your Opinion be {toned to dezth before co 
morrow morning, that do por keep the Sa» | 
tnrday*S$aDbach, | 


= ' {$9 ; | | 

Where t hen is our Chriſtian Liberty? for by the 
woof Moſes I muſt be put to death ſor not keep- 

i the Jews Sabbath (if this opinion be true) though 

conſcience 1 am perſwaded that it is 4 weak and 

overly Element, unto which I ought nit to bt in 
dage : and yet ſo indulgent are men to their opis 
p1s,that having once eſpouſed themthey will maine 
iu then, mauove the liberty of all the conſcientious 
ple inthe Land, 1, xd thtir own liberty too + for 
the ſame Rygle the c Magiſtrate may put a man 
death that doth n:t heep the Jews Sabbath, ( for 
the Magiſtrate ought to do, if he fhould be of 
Doftors opinion ; and hold that the ſeventh-day 
bbath required in the Law, ought to be kept, and 
t the puniſhment annexed to it ought to be inflitl» 
). 1 fay , by the ſame Rule a Magiſtrate may 
ta man to death, that is not perſwaaed 10 
ep this ſeventh - day Sabbath ; another 1M1a- 
Pategotherwiſe minded gmay put men of the Dotlors 
inion t0 death,becauſe they do not keep the firſt day 
$:-b1th,which he holds himſelf, in conſcience bound 
© (ce a frrit!y bepr,as the other doth his Saturdays 

B$-bbath, 


Dr, {ham 

! Tam not a Judge of Magiſtrates, but do ſnbs 

1: natOthem 2 ſecondly, let none be afraid of 
? . - P . © 
(113 exc, for he thar is in Chrilt 1s 2bove the 
Eiw, and it was not made for him, for he that is 
© Chrit cannot fin: Neither do I ſay, thatthe 
$roiftrates have power to puniſh ſpiricual fins 


: 


f with 
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lows ronndly,that the reaſon why we [1v2,15 be- 
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with legal puniſhments , but ſpicimnal ſins with 
{piricual puniſhments : and this they may very 
well do, if they have but good Miniſters to ins 
{tru&X chem, 


Mr. Ives, 

If the Magiſtrate mutt puniſh all evil (accor- 
ding to your ſ{ence.of that text) then he mult] 
puniſh ſpiricual as well as corporeal Idolatry,F" 
when che Offendor ſhall be convied of it ; and 
he muſt puniſh it accordivg ro his Judgement 
and Conſcience : ſo that if ir be rhe Magiſtrate; 
Daty to take away the lives of cheir SubjeRts for 
nor obſerving the ſeventh-day Sabbath > it fol- 


cauſe of the wickedne(s of the civil Magliirate, 
a wickedae(s (if che DoRors opinion be true) 
for which both Migiſtrates and People ſhould 
die without mercy, if once a Magiſtrate ſhould 
be ſer up, that is of the DoRors perſwaſton, 
Bur the main fireſs of my Argument lyeth in 
this, That God never appointed the Gentile- 
Magiftrates,to execute the puniſhment which he} 
in the Law did command ſhould be inflited up-[' 
on thoſe that broke the ſeventh-day ſabbath ,re-F 
quiced in Exod. 20, andco this the DoRor hath 
oven no anſwer, {ave that the Magiſtrate 1s :oþþ 
puniſh all evil, © c, bur he bach nor fhewn u;Þ 
that ſevench-day ſabbarh-breaking is an evi; 
nor that the Magiſtrate is to puniſh it according 
ro Moſes Liv, if it were in evil ; which are we 
W335 
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wo main things tharave been objeQ&ed, to 
hich he hath oiverrno kinde of Anſwerghough 
hey have been-tirced co him, once and again, 

But inſtead of anſwering, ells We , that rone 
ould be afraid of the texr, (/ /#dpoſe he means 
he texts in the Law » that threaten the\breach of 
W-: [ev:nth-day Sabbath with death) his reaſon is, 
andR/cc4n/e be that 1s in Chriſt, is above the Law,and 
it was not made for him; for he that 1s in Chriſt 


Ec 
\ce;cappot fin, Fc. {f this be trae, that thoſe that ave 
for (#715 are above the Law, and that the Law was 


not made for them, I wonder why the Doftor ſponld 
keep ſuch a ſtir to engage believers to obſerve the 
Law, ara the ſeventh-day Sabbath, which he calls a 
part of the Law. And if they that are in Chriſt 
418 (45 he faith) cannot fins then it follows, that either 
11g n0ze are in Chriſt bat thoſe that keep the Jewilh Sab- 
bath, or if they may bz in Chriſt that do not keep it, 
then it 15 no $In not to obtcrve Iiy/ince (if the Dr. 
ſaith true they that are in ve ir cannot fin: ſo that 
hel one abſurd opinion is the cauſe of many ; for is it not 
$ abſurd t2 ſay, that rhoſe thar are in Chrif Cannot 
ſin, and afterwards charge believers in Chriſt with 
Ih ſin, for not obſerving the ſe eventh- -4aay Sabbath? 

| i, Cham, 

Mr. [ves hath been calling npon me roefſ12ne 


who God hath appointed to execute the prniſh» 
o MA MEN, Which by ſes Law was ene to the le- 
» 8 \yenth-day ſabbach-breakers, I further anſwer, 
2 þ tif che Mayitirace mn(! peniſh che breach of 


, all 


| Church : now if the weakeſt are to becho': 


_m the effe nary to aeath, which Dr, Cham:| 


[6] 
all Law, then of the ſeventh-day Sabbath : an 
whereas Mr, [ves ſaithrhar chen the Mzci!:rai/ 
mult judge what 1s Idolatry - and Sabveilf 
breaking, if he muſt puniſh all tran'oreſſis 
relating to thele Laws: 

Tawiwer, that it 15no great matter tO \s 
jadee,fince the Apoſtle faith, x (or, G6, / 
Set them to juige that ave leaf bY: Pri th 


for Jndges, ſuch Magiſtrates will nor ſuf: 
their eyes to be blinded with oifts z and ht 
will inflit puniſhment upon falſe witneſſ: 
eſpecially when ſuch Magiltrates are affiſted 
with Gods Miniters, 

To ſame of the forementianed paſſuges anſwrn 
bath been mage 3in that Mr. lyes Gab told the Dr, 
that hi; urging the text. "that ſaith, the 2 Magiltrate 
Is to puniſh all evil ) & i2pertinents tl be hath 
proved the ſeventh: day ſabvath-b reaking an & 
wil ; and if that 6:17 be aone,yet ts text aoth not! 
prove ihat the Megiſrate , vourd 10 puniſh it by 


berlzin aizh, i5 a puniſhmzhr yer in force to thel? 
belecying Getrils, And wherezs Mr, Ives 1 
defired the Dr.to aſſign who ſoo ld jadge , he moſt | 
imperiinently cites 1 "Cor. 6 » 4+ ani tells re, that | 
the wezkeſt in tne Church ſhonld be choſen Þ 
indzes, Wellthen, if the weakeſt ſhould be choſen * 
Judges, &c. I demand, Whether they ſhould be | 
choſen ot of that Charch wheresf Dr, Ch:mber- 

lain 


= 


[63] 
[zin 4 ammier, or owt of a Church that is not of 
his minde abint the {eventi.-day ſabbath ? If ont 
the Church that are of his mindey and whereof be 55 
a member, then we are all to be floyed to death 
withou: mercy, or to keephu ſeventh-day ſabbath, 
thoroh ut be never ſo much acainſi our Comſriences; 
but at ſal ever be apart of my Letauy, Prom 
fuch Magiftrares and Minilters cf julitce, Good 
Lord deliver vs. 
Bet if they ſhould be choſen ont of a Church that 
2 not of the Dottors mind abut the ſeventh-4ay 
abbath, then it cannot + 9 be imagined that 
uch Mariſt "ates would put that L WW in execution 
that ſaith the ſeverth: day Sa abbath-break:r ſhall te 
oved to death, while the Mariſtrate himſelf doth 
olerate the breach of it. 
£ nd laſtly, whoſoever doth 62t read 1Cor.6,%4, 
and compares it but with the occa(icn for whichthe 
D ofter cites it, which i510 (hew whom God / hath a; 
pointed to execute the puniſhment the Law of Moſes 
'ath aſſigned for Sabbath-ore. RT's, they will ſce that 
theDottor hathmanife ſtead | lo rnch weakneſs that if 
J. weakneſs were 4a fit _ $cation fer A Judg Fee (as bro - 
R/aithit 5) be þ. uþ beſpoke þ ſelf worthy 0 2 Fudges 
; [place before al! the Porple: fe r if the weakeſf ___ 
Echoſe Judges, [ | kv0w 108 where w 16 ſho; 21d meet wil 
a fitter manthen the Doftor > who ba th fo mb 
Y Larp!y *d the Atoft les words to the eaje in hand, 
Here the Doftor leaves off, and My, Tillam wx- 
$ dertabes to anſwer to Mr, Ives his inſwings eArgn- 
Bets, ir. 


4 - * 164) [ ah 
Nr, Ives | 

Iam now to proceed co another Argumn 

to prove ther believing Gentiles are nor bonn 
ro keep the ſeventh day Sabbath. 

VVhich I chus do : 
If believing Gentiles are bound to keep th 
ſeventh-day (abbath, then rhey are boun 


by that text Jaw.2.where(you ſay)the who! 


i}: Law is required to be kept, 
| Bac the believing Genriles are not bonnd t 
BRIT keepthe ſeventh -day ſabbarh, by that texW<* 
Wks Jam, 2. where: ( you ſay) the whole Lal! 
140348 15 reqmred, &c. © - ; 
Pg Ergo, Gelievine Gentiles are not bound 1: 
Ld, keepthe ſeyenth-day Sabbath. 
63% The reaſon of Mr. Ives his urging this eA 
r Fd went, is todiſ- monnt the confidence of his Antagt 
EY: ; wiſts, who build ſo much upon thu text for the pro: 
47 of therr ſeventh-day Sabbath: but to this, Mr, Til 
| [19 lam, being Reſpondent, aid refuſe fo ax[ wer, An 
i (2 M  " Cherefore Mir. Ives went on te prove the Minor, b 
[Ye '9 cauſe bis eAutagoniſts grant the Major, viz, Thu 
L Ft if believing Gentiles are bonnd, they are bonn 
} | th by the ſecond of Fame, &c. 
Pi Mr. 1ves. 
TW-a'f I ſhall go on to prove the Minor, (viz.) Th 
+ iy o believing Gentiles are not bownd by Jam, 2, 0 ket) 
ned 1p p the ſeventh-day Sabbath, 
107; Befides what I have ſaid, that the Genttlc 
| | oy were withont the Law that was otherwiſe im 
TH: ol. 


*65] 
poſed upon the Jews, 1 ſhall farther add, 

n i 1]f believing Gentiles are bound by that text 
an Jam. 2. to keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath, 

then it is becauſe they are required ro keep 
the WHOLE Law. 

&Y. Bur believing Gentiles are not required to 
un keep the VVHOLE Law, | 
ol Ergo,believipgGentiles are not bound byrhat 

rext Jam.2,cokeeprihe ſeventh-day (abbath, 
I My. Tillam refw/ing to anſwer, My. Ives pro- 
en ceederh to the proof of the ror, (viz,) That be- 
a licvivg Gentiles are not required by that rex. 
Jam.2,10 keep the whole Law. 
F If. believing Genriles are not indebted tothe 
VVHOLE Law, then they are not bound 
4 by this text Fam, 2, to keepthe VVHOLE 
Law, 
- But the believing Gentiles are not indebred 
ril tothe VVHOLE Law, 
MM Erg0,the believing Gentiles ate not bound by 

h this texr, James 2,tokeep the VVHOLE 

T Law, 


yy ” 4 " 41k 2 , 
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The Minor I prove thus : 
It believing Gentiles are of che Uncircum- 
ciſion, then they are not indebred co the 
, WHOLE Law : buc believing Gentiles are 
of the Unciccumcifion. 
Ergo, believing Gentiles are not indebted to 
the WHOLE Law, 


Þ The 


[66]. 
The Major Iprove thus : 


If Circumcifion m:kes the beleeving Gen-* 


tiles debters to the wioleLaw;then 1c fol] lows, 
that if beleeving Gentiles be uncircumciſed, 


they are nor indebted to the whole Law : Bat 


Circyumcifion makes the beleevipg Gentiles 
debtors to the whole Law. Ergo, If belceving! 
Gencites are uncircumciſed, they are nor deb-3 
tors to the whole Law, 


Here Mr, Tillam begins to reply, | 


Ar, Tillains 


If beleeving Gentiles are bound to other : 


parts of James his Epilile, then to this allo : 
Bur Mr, /ves himſelf confeflerh beleeving 
Gentiles are bcund eo other parts of this Ept- 


ftle, as that of 2oiztivo with oy] and prayer, 4 


Ac, 


aoth not cbey tne Lord jelus Chriſt by that 
which is mentioned in ove fingle text ; for 10 
he dorh ( as I am informed ) by acknowledg.- 
1n9 the practile of 46:3 LE with oy, W IC h is 
mentionedin no cther tex then 10 the Epliile! 
of James, ' 

Enher then let 27r. [ves diſclaim "x 
Ordiparnce of anornting with oy! (which 
hope he wil! have more Grace and mn linet 
chen ſo rodo) or ell acknowledoe rhis of 
Zames 2.to be of the ſame force, accordivg to 
Rom TO,TI, 12, 

Ar, 


Secondly, 1 demand, Whether Mr. vc; 


[67] 
lr. 1lves, 
Sir You ar2ue inſtead of anſwering, which 
9 isnocfalr ; however, let me cell you, thatit 
doth not follow, that all an Epiſtle doth beleng 
co the Gentiles, becauſe ſome doth ; and there 
1s no great diffcnlty to make this appear : for; 
.J may not « Prophet {peak againſt extortion, and 
aoaivlt nomerciinine's ro poor brethren, which 
iseyery bodies duty ro fly from, and a ſaying 
that belongs to all ; yer may not the ſame Pro- 
i pher exhorr to burnt-off: rings and ſacrifices, 4 
1 duty chat did belong bur to ſome,8: not to all ? 
oM So that it followeth nor that a man ſhould dif- 
4 claim thoſerhisg3 char are his duty in ſuch and 
4 fach a Prophelie, becznis chere 13 mention 
| made of things that 2re not hjs duty, 

1% AMay not amanas well (ay, that Mr. Tiliam 
ſ muſt own all the Ceremonies of Moſes Law, which 
0 41 hope he hath more Grace, then ſo 2a do, ber auſe 
, Lhe owns 4 part of it ( viz.) the ſeventh day ſabbath, 
; Land the puniſhnext therenuts as 'nexed | ? [ ſpeak not 

7 this in favory tothe diſs IWH18P, of A ay part of james 

t his Epiſtle, or any other þ pay ro acred writing, but 
| to ſhew your how i rations y ec 2r. Them argwerth: 
[| Lfor 25 tt moat the ſame; Naw 68"! i a partof James hrs 
5 | *Epiſtle ( viz, ) th, it of ancintinowith oy! go be- 
{| long tobeleeving Gentiles : Ers IN, Tow LY {t own 
' all the veſt e f' lhe 1 ANBCY Os. Ti iM emwxs 

a part of Moſes Law Ln ) that of the fooynny 


day Sabb. th ; F F $249; » AMT, Tj lam 214% w/t ows all 
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[68] 


Moſes Law, and all the (eremonies therein con- © 


tained. ; 


So likewiſe James in this Epiſtle, as Paul 


{ome orhers,might ſpeak ſome rhivgs that more 
properly relate to Jews, and otherſome things ® 
char relate more generally both ro Jews and * 
Gentiles. |; 
Azain, I have proved, that none bur thoſe |: 
that are circumciſed were bound to keep the |: 
WHOLE LAW. Gal.5. 3. in that univerſal | 


ſencein which Mr, T:llays accepts this word | 
the WHOLE Luw,ſo as to include the ſeventh- þ 
day Sabbath ; and this is not my opinion only, 


bur the opinion of che modern Jews, which *? 


ſay, that whoſoever will keep their Sabbath, 
malt firſt be circumciled. : 
Mr. Tillary, 

There is no difference between Jew and 
Greek, 1 Cor. 12, 12, Rom,1O.11, 12. andif 
Mr, Ives will. exclude one part of James hi; 
Epiſile from relacing co beleeving Gent ilesghe 
muit exclnde ir all, 

Avain» Both Jews and Gentiles are to wal 
by one Law, and have but one Law-giver that 
is able to ſave and deftroy, 

Avain 1 fay, that information of the modern 
Jews is falſe; and chongh they have told ns,thi 
from che middle npward we are ]ews,yer from 
rhe middle downward we are Eentiles; but the 
other ſayiog 1 de not remember. 
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[69] 
| Ar, Fues, 
Whereas he faith, beleevine Gentiles are 
bound co the whole Law mentioned in James 
2, Iadd,that James bimſelf being a Jew, and 
writing to the twelve Tribes among which 
there were ſome beleevers, and very many 
upbeleevers, as appears by the complaint he 
makes of the pride,and oppreſſiongand unruly talking 
that was among them ; now from that Law, that 
theſe unrighteous Jews pretended to live by, and to 
be juſtified by, the Apefle goeth about to comvince 
them>by telling them, that whoſoever ſhould pretend 
to the whole Law, aud yet err in one pornty he us 
guilty of all ; as much as if he ſhould ſay, If you will 
be heepers of the Law, you muſt keep it perfefiHly,or 
yew do nothing + I'would fain know, how ſuch an 
mterpretation ( ſuppoſing it tobe a falſe gloſs upon 


the text) (hauld incur the cenſure of dexying the 


| whole of James bis Epiſtle tobe of any uſe to belee» 


ving Gentiles, 

And alttioueh there be no difference be- 
tweenthe Jew and Gentile in point of 1ſt ifi- 
cation and Goſpel-priviledges,in as much as the Jew 
cannot be juſtified by the works of the Law, but by 
he faith ef Chriſt, even as the Gentiles are ; vet. 
the Gentil-sare not bound co obſerve all cds 
that were at that time impoied upon the jew?. 
And lelt this ſeem [irange, I pray confider - tf; 
2Z1,.23+ 244 25. where ic is obſervable, thata 
holy Convocation of Apolilfs and Elders be - 

- 2 Wy 


' 
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[ 1,268 
ing met at Jeruſalem, did irjoyn Paxlto ob- 
ſerve ſomethings which at no hand they would 
have the Gezti/zs ro obſerye, bur gave them a 
ſolemncharge to rhe contrary ; for in the 23, 
and 24 verſes, the Aﬀlembly of Apoſtles and 
Elders dn enjoyn Paz, ſaying, DOE this that 
WE ſay to thee: we have four men which have a 
vow pou them, them takz,and purifie thy ſelf with 
them,and be at charges with them, that they may 
ſhave their heads, and ALL may know that thoſe 
things whereof they were informed concerning thee 


are nothing, but that thon thy (el walkeſt orderly | 


ayd keepeſt the Law. B gt as touching the GEN; 
TILES which beleeve, we have written and con« 


cluded, that THEY obſerve NO SUCH thing, © 


&c. Here we ſcea holy convocation of Apo- 
Rles and Elders, enided by the Spirit of truth, 
do require thit of Pax] being a Jew, that they 
expretly command the Gentile. beleevers nor 
to oblerve. Wonld it not be ridivulow then for «© 
nay to ſay, that I muſt cither obſerve all the Apo- 
ſtles injunitions to the Jews ; or elſe, that I muil 
rejett all the injunilions of the eApoſtles, ever 
thoſe that concern the Gentiles 8 for after this rate 
Mr, Tillam reaſons ( v17. ) that 1 muſt either ob- 
ſerve all James ht; Ei/t le, or none at all, becanſ: 
( /aith he ) there is 19 differexce between Jew an! 
Greek. Nw thengb! 11:15 p/ace inthe 21 of the AQts 


Jo# ſee there was [5:38 diffeerce by order (rom the 
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b point of juitification . which #« the ſcope of the 


Aprſt 1» in that text cited by Mr, Tillam, Rom, 
10. 11,72. There isno difference between 


| ſew and Greek, for the ſame Lord over all, 
$is RICH unto all chat call upon him + ſo that 


the eArgument remams unanſwered. for all that 


| Mr, Til:am hath ſaid, becanſe the Scripture ſaith 
$ 2114nlp that the nncitonmened Gentiles were not 


bound it keeprhe whole Law , therefore from 
thoſe words the ” HO LE LAVY, the ſevemh- 
day ſabbath caunnt reaſonably be inferred, Neither 
let any exe thisk to relieve him{elf by the kelp of thes 
Aiſtinttion( Vv1zZ.) that though beleevers are not to 
heep the wh-leLaw,as it contains Morals and Cere- 
monials,vet they are boundto obſerve the whole Law 
"5 it contains morals onlj: for firſt:the Law of Mo» 
ſes wakes no ſuch diſtinflions as a whole, and a 
whole Low; neither doth the Scriptures of the New 
Teſtament maks.anuy ſuch diſtinttion ; for when tt 
peaks of the FV HOLE Law with reference tothe 
Law of Mcies, it always i:clndes both Moral, Ce» 
remoni:l.and |udicial Layswhich are all but ſeve» 
ral parts ot the f[raelites PV HOLE Lww. But 
coadlr, Supoſe we ſhould allow ine aiſtreſſed the 
hep of :bis diſtiaftiocn ( viz.) that ſometime Moles 
Li 75 called the WY RO LE LA W., with r:{e- 
rence to the moral! part of it cniy; as ſuppoſe it {o 19 
this 2 of fames yaw wnd:ir debate, doth it therefore 
Ol that the ſeventh-day ſabbath is part of the 1: 0- 
#1 1.2ve9 2; »ot the !mantination of ſuch a conrerpt as 


[72] . 
this a ſtranger to the heart of an ingenions diſpntanWit 
who abhors to beg that Queſtion he cannot proveÞ | 
for, could that be bnt proved, which is ſo often take G 
for granted, (viz.) that the keeping of the ſeventh# 
day Sabbath is a moral Dnty, then the (ontroverſiY 11 
were at anend; for donbileſs, all believers ar Att 
bound to keep the whole Moral Lay, aw 
| Mr. Tillam. Ip 
Whereas you ſay, ſomewhat was injoyne(4& m 
upon the Jews chat was not upon the Gentiles! F ] 
I queſtion if chis was not the Apoſtles weak! 
neſs, for they were ſnbje& to like paſſion, \#A 
For at another time a leſs matter then thi; 0 
(mentioned by you A# 21.) was counted hy-#3 n 
pocrifie, Secondly, ] ames is {peaking of the! 10 
Royal Law, but this example of yours, relates 1w 
eo the Law of Ceremonies. Thirdly, if biz) 
Epiltle of James were written to believing! | W 
Jews, then there is one Law for the believing | 
Jews, and another for the believing Gentiles; 1b 
and if fo, believing Jews are bound to keep |! 
the ſeventh-day Sabbath, and believing Gen. 
tiles are not : and how can this be without con- Þ 
fuſion ? "1 
Mr. Ives, 

I anſwer to the laſt firlt, that then your book p 
is full of Confuſion; for in your book you allow- ti 
ed borh dayes to be obierved, t» wii, the ſe. t 
yenth day and che firit day, c 
And ſecondlyghe Scripiure t3 fall of confafion,. 4 

if 


.L73 
if you ſay true; for the Scripture tells us of the 
Jews obſervation of che ſeyenth day , and che 
Gentiles of the firſt day. 
But ſecondly, it feilowerh nor that the be- 


SlievingJews are bound by my confeſſion ro keep 
'Atche ſeventh-day ſabbath, ſeeing thar your term 
I whole Law, mentioned in James 2. doth nor 
"Fptove the Sabbath co b= there intended, any 
more then ic proves circumciſion or ayy other 
1'F Jewiſh ceremony, 


Thiraly, when I cire a text to ſhew tharrthe 


'# Apoſtles bring guided by Gods holy Spirir, did 
2g order Pau/(beinza Jew) ro oblerve ome things 
Fi which they iiritly commanded the Gentiles 
'Jnot to obſerve, Mr, Tillaw anſwers, That this 


{was the Apoſtles weakneſs; by which it appears, 


char rather then Mr, Tillam will be acconnted 
of: weak, be will brand the Apoſtle Pax/ and the 
o } whole Council of Apoſtles and Elders , aflem- 
. Ibled ar PFersſalem, with the Holy Ghoſt, with 


| weakvels : bu: itis more likely chat Mr, 7:#Yams 
ſhould be wezk, :2en Par and all thar Aﬀem- 
bly, among whom the Holy Ghoſt was preſent, 


' 1nlo ſolemn 2 ]ndgement, 


And whereas c Mr. Tillam telts zs , that Perer 
played the hyp:c/ite, Gal,2.1 3. in that he compelled 
the Gentiles to live as do the Jews ;, 1 anſwer, that 
this is nothing to our purpoſe : Firſt,becauſe the text 
cited by me, AR,21, onely (j peaks of Tews that were 
adviſed to live as Jews, and of Gentiles that were 
for w 


[74]. 
forbidden ſo to live, verſ,2 5. but the text in Gal, 2; 
ſpeakes of Gentiles that Peter did compel to live as| 
d3 the fews, which i clearly azother thing: Now 
then if this tzxt cited by Myr. Taliam, Gal. 2. in 
which it is ſai4 Peter was to b!a2me for compelling the 
Gentiles to live as do the [ews;, I ſay, if this rext 
ferves any thing to the preſeit controverſie, it ul 
to ſhew tha: 11r, Tillam playes the bypocrizegin thal® 
he b:ing (as be calls himſelf ) a 7inrſter of the Ger|# 
tiler, doth command the Gentiles to live as do the( 
Jews, in keeping the Sararday for a Sabbath, | 
And laſtly, th: ſeconl of the Galatians blames 
zrer ſharply | {or compelling the Gentiles to live as dF 
the Jews , bt there is none but Mr, Ti.lam, that I 
ever heard of, that ever preſumed to blame, a ouljÞ 
Pan] tin what he ard, AR. 21. but alſs the hed Af: 
ſembly of Apoſtles, in which the h:lp GHOST w: ! 
pre, A nt; a piece of ſuch great preſumptiongthat ſcarce pf 
CAY be par alic el'd 14 Av y [tory, ſle 
And wheres hz (ah the inftarce ARs 21. i; o 
6f the Ceremonial Law, and nat of the Royal Law ;| © 
1 anſwer, that on GOD's Laws are _— but («| 


eordly, ther rh th; ” ce in A&t.21, be of a (ere * 
monial Lim, 76t it faffi: 12::t toſhew, that ſes 2 th: I 
wh:ioe Law 329 C Ade, tht 1a both A. rals and (c l 
rem uia's, tht believ in0 Gentiles, wie ar? #3t Cit- : 
. 

Carsoiſed. 27s ? 6 wo »d to he Pit 6 377 lo, ſince the; - 
AYE EXCH 2 1/913 9#! Jer Umm 4 the { 1612971; i p AY ! 

it, by this text AR21, by © 
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fe of James were writ to believing Jews, then 
ere world be one Law for the believing Jews, & 
Srother for the beleeving Gentiles. To this 1 anſwer, 
b4: it doth wot follow, that becanſe this Epifsle was 
Sriten to Jews that T HEREFORE there ſhowld bz 
«+ he Law for them and another for the Gentiles : bu: 
\ 5 (condly, this abſuraity ( if it be an abſurdity) 
(p17 4: well be drawn ups: the texts becauſe it is 
.[$:i4, Jam. 2, that the Epiſtle was writ to the 7 welve 
ribes ſcattered abroad, &c, which were Jews, 
Ard laſtly it hath already b:enſhewn, that ſome 
ings were imjoyued upon Paul; that was a Jew, 
hich onoht not to be injoyued E007 the belecving 
entiles, Mc. Tillam. 

41 Whereas Mr. Ives chargeth my Book for 
l: allowing that which I now call confuſion +: 1 
| abſwer,thar 3 confels when! was firft perſwaded 
-,þ Of che ſeventh-day (abbath, I did alſo zcknow- 
ledze the fir: day of the week, but ir was nyon 
the reaſon of antiquity , for az much as ri12 (e- 
, .| venth-day 25% the firſt day were both obſerved 
- | in the fic thr-e hnndred veers : bur when ! 
| Jobſery<d thelame contention about Eafer-day, 
;, | : Iwas convinced,and 1 do now beleeve.thar the 
| firſt day of the we-kis in common with a1: 0» 
,.| ther days : and whereas Mr. Ives [aith, the A+ 
poſiles -preached in the Synacozues on the 
Sabberk days, 2nd in the Chriſtian aff.mb.ics 
on the firitedty: of the week ; Idoly, that 
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| [76] : 
upon the firſt day of the week ; and Mr. Tin 
calleth the firſt day of the week the ſabbatd | 


eActs 20.7, 
Mr, I'Vs, 


+ Tanſwerto thela(t firil, Whereas you { 
Mr. Tindal calleth the firR day of the week ti 
ſabbath , ſo he doth alſo call chat day « 
which Joh» received his Revelation the Su 
day, which other cranſlictions call rhe Lord 
day ; by which it appears , that wichout confql 
ſion Mr, Tindal thought the Apoittles miy} 
obſerve both days, as the fate of Chriliian 
fairs then fiood, and 15 your ſelf have confefi qv: 
that both the Sabbatk-Jay, and the Lords-da$vc 
were obſzrved in the three firſt Centuries. 'Þt 
Anl if Mr, Tindals Authority may be allowei 
tex the firſt day of the week i the Sabb1th-di 
and then what becomes of your ſeventh day ſabbaii 
#nleſs you will keep two ſabbaths ? ſo that ſit) 
J2n have cited Mi, Tindal, /ct Mr, Tindal «© 
the Controverſie, who by your own confeſſion cal ch 
the firſt day of the week the (abbath, z 1 
Agaiv, when Tfaid the Apotiles did meet or po 
both days withore con'uGon, which you (ai! 
they could noc ; I ſpake this, ro ſhaw whi xo! 
Citiitians may do in point of condec-nticn 
one another, and alfo to ſhew, tia ii meeting! NO 
on boik days was 2 praRtile ( which you ſav i thi 
full of confalion) that then yonr Bonk was not 
empty of confulion, in allowing bota rhe one 


"fi 


” 
ba$d che other, thongh = now deny it, 
Mr. Tillan, 
4 Ic is a great confuſion for one part of an 
1 (fembly co meer upon one day, and another. 
c tiWre co meet npon another; and if any of onr 
' effjicnds doſo, they doevil : torthey ought all 
zuÞ meer ar one place, ard at one time, and to 
r0Wtry one for another, and nor to vary noprs, 
n/o@uct leſs days. 
i Mr. Ives. 
14 1Rill chink Ihave reaſop for my opinion, 
Tl viz. ) that thoſe that do pretend to keep the 
daÞventh-day, may keep the firſt day of the week 
> the Lord, without beipg gniity of fin and 

z{$onfuſion, althongh your ſabbath now under 
ajBebate were true : : but enonegh of this ; I ſhall 
tiffbercfore proceed to another Are oument, tO 
:;rove, that all beleeviog Gentiles are not com- 
# kanded to keepthe ſerench- -day ſabbath:which 
I bus do. 

; If the ſeventh-day ſabbath was a Law to none 
: Þur 1ſrael, and (uch as were proſelyred to their 
c Religion, then all beleeving Genti/es are not 
| commanded to obſerve it : 
2 But the ſeventh-day ſabbath was a Law to 
: ;Done bur l{rael, and ſuch as were proſelyted co 
. ,theit Religion, Ergo, 

The Minor 1 cbns prove. 
That Law which was civenasa fign between | 
God and Iſrael, was 4 Law to none but _ 
ue » 


[78] | 

Bnt the ſeventh-day jabbach WAS given as 2 (21 g 
berween God and Iirael , Exod. ZI, i 5,17 

Ergo, The ſeventhday ſabbath was 2 Lawtdl;! 

none bur Iſrael, Z 

Mr, Tillam, h 

To the ſabbaths being z tign, I anſwer, chu, 
Ic 13 either of things paſt, or of chings preſent; 
or cf things ro come ; if of things pal 
chen ic is a fign of the Creation of the world, | 
elſe ic 13 a gn of his ſanRifying preſencewhich, 
I have found in this obſervation ;bur char the 
ſevepth-ſabbath is a fizn of good things 1 
come, 1 ntterly deny, 

Again, [f che ſabbath was a ſign,No were alſ 
the Commandments ; and therefore ics being 
a fign doth not make it void, any more then lie}, 
ret -= the Commandments, which are alſo cal 
ed liens, 


Air. Iver, 
Wherzas Mr, Tillaw (aith the Szbbath was 
2 fion of the Creation, 1 ſay it -was not ; fo 
though Heaven and Earch be exrreſt 1n che 
command of the {abbati, yer rhe ſabbath 1s no 
where 1\zid robe oiven them for a fioen that 
Ged made Heaven and Earth ; for rhongh God's 
reitivg the ferenth{day be 2 reaſon wh 3y I'rac! 
ſhould reſts yertthis re{l is £0 where called 1 
hen of the Creation, 
But there is more reaſon to beleewe {rom the text, | 
that it w.ts ave of tre ſlans of the Commrat thet God 
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| 97 
in 4 ſpecial in1nner had made with that peopie by 
See Exod, 31; 16, 17, Eze, 20. I 2, 

But further, ts it not more rational to beleeve 
Wi ebar the fix cays ſhould be a ſign of Gods creating 
Heaven ard Earth, then the ſeventh day on which 
he did not work ? which at the moſt can but fonifie 
tou, that then, or on that tims; Gd reſted from all 
his work, But whoever conſiders of the ſignes 
that God gave to Iſrael, ſhall find, that 
hy hey were given them to diſtinguiſh that 
hich eople ſrams all people in the world ; and therefore 
Tha 14, Ainſwotthfebſerves upon Exod, x3. 9, The 
* Ulſews ( /aith he) uled ow other dayes ro wear 

PMbcir PhylaReries on cheir arms, or forcheads, 
© al For a Sign or a Token to them, as the Lord com- 
10 Fnanded,buc they laid them by npon the ſabbath, 
tiehecauſe (ſay rhey) the ſabbath ir ſelf is a hone : 
cal And therefore Joſephns calls it, A Law pecnliar ro 
that People > De bello lib. 2,cap.1 6. And 89 this 
Free: the ſaying of Nehemizh,Chp 9.13. Thon 
camelt down upon monyat Sina, and ſpakeſt 
wich chem, |the houſe of !ſrae!| and madeR 
the} known to chem thy Holy Sabbath. 

Pol! Againgwhereas Mr. T:illam fairhthat the whole 
tt] Law of the Ten Commandments was 2 ©1one, 
35] and therefore we may as well lay afide all, upon 
a}|the account of their bein2 a Sien, as any one : 
1 2|to this T anſwer : | 

'; Tharir is nor {atdof the TenCommandments 
T”: 'Onely , bur cf all che Lavy, as well Ceremovies 
306 as 


[80] 
as Morals, that ic ſhonid be as a figne npon 
cheir hand, ir doth not therefore follow that 
theſe were all co continue. 

Bur farther : Ic is no where ſaid of all the 
Law, that ir is a figne between God and //. 
ral, but rather a figne co diſtinguiſh them fcom 
all ocher people, 

Burt laſtly, if the whole Law of Zoſes were 
25 a {i2ne berween God and /ſrae/(as Mr, Tillan 
ſuppoſeth) then I anſwer, thar as it was 1n che 
hand of Moſes, it was a Law binding to none 
buc Iſrael, and ſuch as were prolelyred there- 
untozneither was It given 4s align to any othe! 
Nation, 


| 

| 

, 

C 

Mr. Tillam. ( 
The ſeventh-day was a fign of the Creationiie 
ofthe World; for God reſted the ſeverth-day, 
ſaith che Text, | zl 
Again, If chat the Commandments are ſigns 
they mult either be between Gog and his peo-f: 
ple, cr elſe between them and che Devil, 
Cr, Ives. | 

That about a ſign hatch been anſwered alres|: 
dy, and I wonder you ſhould delight your ſel/|- 
with needleſs repetitions : bur however, rake 2} Fe 
word or wo in further anſwer, ( viz,) Tha} po 
Gods reſting the ſeventt= day is urged by Me[he 
ſes as the Reaſon of that Law that irjoyns 1ſ-ae!| {th 
ro keep the ſeyenth-day, and nor as a Reaſon |, 
of the fign : ſo that though Gods reliing is urged | 
as |; 


- oy 
as the Reaſon of the uh doth not therefore 
follow, char it is the Reaſon of the fign: bur as 
I have ſaid before, 1 ſhall ay again, char if all 
theft the Commandments were ſigns berween God 
I{-}} 20d Ifracl,as they were delivered ro Moſes up- 
om onghe mount, it doth nor prove that they 
were fienes between God andany other Nas 
creſt cion, 
am eAnd a5to your Objeition, That if the Com- 
cheſl madments were figns, they muſt exher be be» 
znelfl eween God and 1[rac], or elſe between them 
re-Mand che Devil. : But how doth thus appear ? might 
her nor it be a ſign between Iſrael and all the Nations 
of the Earth,to ſignifie their ſpecial favour with 
God above other people ; and doth not the text [ay, 
he Law ſhould be as frontlets berween their 
yes,© ceplainly (hewing,that God would diſtinguiſh 
this People by their Laws aud Priviledgesfrom all 
ther people ; and that by their Sabbaths ad Cir- 
eo[4umc:/ion, and other Judaical obſervations the 
Yowld be known to all people that did converſe with 
$-em, to be highly in favour with God. 
exfy e:d laſtly, Their Laws, ſome of them, were 
ſel! $#4alled [igns, becanſe they did ſignifie ſomething to 
2e a} ore, ard ſo did their Sabbath , therefore the eA- 
hae le calls it a ſhadow, Col. 2,17. Brut 1 never 
Uefheard thai their Laws were figns between thens and 
rael (the Devil. 
ſon þ} Mr, Tillam. 
oedſy Ifthe Creation of the world be a reaſon why 
as | G Iſrae) 


£ lto of If, | ' 


[82] 
Iſracl was to keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, you 
muſt chen (if you be Gods lirzel) keep rhe ſe. 
venth day upon that reaſon, becauſe they did 
enjoy the\comforts of the Creation, whichiF, 
God brought forth in fix days : fince then thay 
Reaſon is the ſame tous, that Law onghre bi 
the lame, 
Mr. Ives. 

Ianſwer, Firſt, by celling of you, that yo! 
argue inſtead of Anſwering, 

Bur ſecondly > leſt you ſhonld judge thiþ 
there is ſtrength in whar you ſay) fee the weal 
neſs of it; for it doth not follow, that becau! 
che reaſon of a Law is always the ſame, thi 
therefore the Law ſhould always be the ſame 
as for inſtance,God gave 2 Law that che peop. 
of Iſrael ſhould not eat Swizes fleſh, nor the C 
ny ynor the Hare,becauſe he the Lord their God w, 
boly, therefore they ſhould not defile themſelves wil 
eating ſuch things,Levis, 11. 43, 44, Here yop 
ſeeche Reaſon remains, for God 1s holy anf 
will be ſo forever, but che Law doth por 
main ; for a man may cat of theſe Creatur{y | 
now,and ncr fin : (oin like manner the Feat 
for che Jews ſabbach may be che ſame, whi1# 
the Law may nor be che ſame in every punt 


My, T:ill;m, '# 
Tanſwer, thac God hath given a colerai ] 
co eat {ich rhivgs, and therefore noy ic 18 0514 « 


. A fin, CM: * 


[83] 

u Mr; Ives. 

e-Y Then T have ſhzwn yon, chatthe reaſon of a 

1d4F.aw may be the ſame, when the Law 1s nor the 

chiKame, by your own Confeſſion,” 

ul Mr. Tillam making no further reply, Mr, Ives 

belSrocteds to 4 vew eArgnment. 

Mr. Ives, 

$ That which I have been doing hitherto,hath 

'OfÞcen to ſhew that Moſes Law doth nor injoyn 

he beleeving Gentiles co keep the (eventh-day 

Sbbath ; 1 (hall now give an Argument from 

be Law of Nature, apd prove, that weare not 

equired by that Law, to keep the ſeventh-day 
bb:th ; which I chus do: 

met That which the Law of Natvre bindes the 

Genules cooblerve, it convincerh them of 

Cofl fin if they do not obſerve : 

Burt che Law of Nature doth not convince the 
Genriles of fin for not obſerving the ſeyenth- 
day Sabbath, 

Ergo, The Law of Nature doth not bind the 

cifY Gentiles to obſerve the 71ih-day ſabbath. 

uy Here Mr. Tillam was deſired to Objett againſt 
alle Argument propoſed ; but he refuſing, another 


wit 
yur 
apt 


ſhe Sat fands by, craves of Mr. Ives the proof of the 
ul Minor : hereupon he proceeded. 


7Avr. Ives, 

The Minor I prove cous : 
riod Tf the Law of Nature doth convince the 
z 0014 Gentiles of fin for nor obſerving che ſeventh- 
i G 2 day 


' inſtance ; andfor whar you ſay of a Papil}, 


[84], 
day ſabbath, then ir 1s manifeſt either in 

Gods word,r right Reaion, or manifeſt expe- 
rience, that they have had ſuch convictions: 

But neither Gods word, right Reaſon, or ma} 
npitelt experience doth manifeſt any ſuch con | 
viction : | 

Ergo, The Law of Nature doth not convircl| 
che Gentiles of (in, for not obſerving the (ef 
venth day ſabbath. 

This Minor Propoſition being that which i 
denied, I (hall therefore, becauſe it is necativel 
reſolve it into the anſwer of my reſpondent, 
defiring him to affign an inſtance,cither in God 
word.richt Reaſon, or manifeſt experience,thmy 
ever any Gentile was convinced of fin by th 
Law of Natnre for not obſerving the ſeventif 
day ſabbath. 


Ar. Tillam, ( 

To the Argument ent of the Law of Ni 
ture, 1 anſwer, that it doth convince men © 
| 


infor Idolatry 3 and yer aska Papilt if heh 


convinced of fin for bowing to the Virgin 44 
7y, and he will ſay, No, 
My, Ies, 
Sir, You have nor anſwered, nor aſſigned! 


anſwer, that i it 15 one thing to live under a Li 
chat convinceth of (in, and another thing 9 
acknowledoe ſuch conviction : as for example q 
It is faid of the Holy Gheſt, that he ſhallror] 


Qiu 


[85] 
Tr inf vince the world of ſin, and yet we all know the 
xpe-J world is nor convinced of fins fo as publickly 
ons: to repent and recurn. 
mf Shall I then beſo barbarous as to ſay, that 
conithere is not a Law convincing, becauie men 
are nor actually convinced of their Idolatry?for 
ircyFdonbcleſs,the moſt ignorant Papiits have a Law, 
e {c7 and the Spiric of God convincins them of fin, 
| thongh actually they are nor convinced, 
ch1 Howeveryit ts manifeit that the light of Nature 
tiveſ þ2th at ſome time or other ſo prevailed upon ſome of 
t,bÞl ber chilaren, as that 16 a preat depreethey have 
50088 Ve4x convinced of all Moral duties ; but to this 
,thif of the ſeventh-day, Nature never did Proſelyte an) 
\ thi of ber children. 
-nibþd Mr. Tillam making no further reply,aud reſuſing 
'r2 aſſign an inflance either in S:rivturegor an) other 
 eredible ſtory, where Natare did ever convince the 
' N13 Gentiles of ſin for not keeping the [cventh-day Sab- 
n (494th, Mr. Ives therefore by the requeſt of the 
ie 1 Company was deſired to nrge another Aronment. 
My r, Ives. 
' Iprnceedro the Law of Chriit ; and from 
| thence ſhall prove» that beleeviag G-rt!/es are 
not bonnd to obſerve the ſeventh-day ſavbath ; 
it, 13 which I thus do. 
Lins That Law which is inforced by wm: appotat- 
g of} ment of Chriſt uato beleeving Gentiles, lome 
apieſs or other at ſome time or other, have ether: 
carl) been commended for the kzcping,or blamed 
vin forthe breaking of it, G 3 But 
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But none haye at any cime by Chriſts ap- 
poimment been blamed for breakng, or 
commended for keeping the ſeventh-day 
ſabbath. | 

Ergo the 7th-day ſabbath is nor 1n forceto theſ 
believivg Gentiles , by Chritts appointment, 

Mr, Tillam. 

Anointivg with oyl isa Command in forceÞ 
fince the ReſnrreRion ; and yer none are com 
mended for obſerving, or blamed for not obſer-þ 
ving of 1t, Mr, ves. | 

T anſwer, That anojnting with Oyl 1s not my 
preſent work to manage, otherwiſe 1t were like- 
ly I mighr ſay fomewhbar co ir, - 

Here one that flood at 1.lves his elbowgwhiſperÞF 
ed him, and bid him tell Mr. Tillam, That ( hriſÞ 
commended the woman in the Goſpel, for anointin 
Him with Oy!; which Mr, Ives had no ſooxer ſaid 
but Mr, Tillam made thy anſwer, that the aneimy 
ing required in James hs Ep ſte, was to be done bÞ- 
the Elders of the (hnarch, and therefore the inſtanclÞ 
did mot reach the Caſe: kherenjon Afr.lves ingenv* 
ouſty confeſſed that it was nat to the C aſe 3 onel; 
zold Mr. Tillam and the eAnudicnce, that hs h: 
zttered it before he was aware, it being ſudden) 
ſuggeſted to him by one tharſtapd by 3 hawever, i 
z obſervable that the inſt:nce of anointing with o) 
3 not 4a ſufficient inſtance to abate the ſtrength of thi 
Syllogiſm : for the intent of the Syllogi{m us toſhen» 
that the ſeventh-day Sabbath i5 xo miral Precepti 
FR 


z 
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[87] | 

ap- fl appears by the laſt eArgument that was brought to 
, or {prove that the ſeventh-day Sabbath was not cong- 
day wanded by the li 'ght of Nature, 41d the irſtange is 
in an inſtitution that is not Moral: Ss that the in- 

the tent of the Argument was, that there was no MO- 
ent, R AL Duty required by Chriſt, but ſame were found 
q blameable for not obſerving, or commended for ob- 
orcel9 ſerving of it ; otherwiſe doubtleſs, both nnder Law 
om:[4 and Goſpel, ts l:he one may finde ſome particular in- 
ſer [Rf :tutions, that we read of , which we ſhall hear of n0 
J complaint for not obſerving , becanſe they were not 

my Drties unwerſally to be ebſerved by all men, at all 
ike 119225, as Moral Precepts are , as for example : The 
buſineſs of anointing with oyl is the Duty of none but 

per the Elders . but the ſeventh-day- ſabbath» keeping ts 
bei (if 24r. Tillam ſay true) Moral, and to be kept by 
ting q all: and further, the D#ty of anainting with oyl, as 
aid it 45 to be done by ſome perſons, ſo alſo but at ſcme 
times, (viz.) when any one of the Church was (ch: 
4 but the Sabbath was to be kept every ſeventh day, 
$1 4nd that not onely by the Church, but all the worldgf 
4 24r. Tillam ſay true, [o that the inſtance is far and 
ms wide from the caſe in hand : for the intext of the 
þ | Argument 1s , That if Chriſt hid inforced the [e- 


venth day upon believers, as a Moral Law, to be 
11 conftaxtly obſerved, ſome would either have been 
, 0) | blamed fer breaking, or commended for keeping of i © 
e111 4nd this is true of all Mcral Laws » beirg uni- 
| werſally to be obſerved by all; and there iz r0t any one 
1.) Moral Law, but ſome inthe new T eſt ament are uns 
4;o; G 4. : dur 
| % 


of the word every day : which ſeems to me very 


[88] 

der blame for not obſerving it, or elſe praiſed for ob. yl 

ſerving it ; but not one word is mentioned of thisſhe 
kinde rouching the 7th-day ſabbath, fince the death| f 
of Chriſt ;which makesme concludeyit died withHim ar 

Mr, Ives, 

T come now to another Argument, whichſ 
rake as followerh: | 
If believing Gentiles, by an Apoliolical cole-þ i ' 
ration,may eſteem one day above another,orÞ$h 
every day as they are perſwaded in theirÞÞ» 
own minds ; then they are not required by 
Chriſt to keep che ſeventh-day Sabbath, h 
But believing Gentiles, by an Apoſtolical co- 
leration, may eſteem one day above another, 
or every day as they are perſwaded in theiiÞFo 
own minds, e 
Ergo, believing Gentiles are net required bypye 
Chriſt to keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, | 
Mr, Tillam, ds 
I doafficm, tharthe 7th day 1s not incladed} gh 
nor intended in that text Rom, 14, and for this m 
ſee Exod. 16,4,where the word every day,is theref tb 
intended of every common day,vor che Sabbath, p: 


U 


Bur if in therext Roy, 14. ir be nnderiiood]? 
of every day, without exception, then you m2y| wv 


got contend for the firſt day of the week, rt 
Mr. 1[ves. n 
Mr. Tillam excepts again(t; the oniverſaltcy | B 


ſtrange : for when he cited ther rext Jar. 2, 271th 
where 


| [8 
b. Syhere it 18 ſaid, The abbach was made for man, 
visHhe would there have the word 711an nnderitooe 
blf every man, thongh the word every r 
1m Awas not 1n the text, 
$ Bur now I cite a cext that hath this word 
chevery day in ic, and he rells ns, rhat chis onj- 
Aerſal cerm mnt be reſtrained, and nor be un- 
; *| Jeritood of every day , thongh every day be 
Fg he words of che rext; the Rea'on he oives why 
th very day muſt be refirained,is, becanſe it was re 
D;[icained in Exed. 16, 4, where God faith, char 
he people ſhall gather a cercain portion of the 
0-BB/anna every day, &C, 
88 To this I anſwer, Fir't, that ic doth nor ' 
Jl | ollow, char becauſea oeneral word is reltrat- 


med in Exad, 16. that IM it ſhonld be 
[ 


byFFeſtrained in Row, 14. 
| Bur ſecondly, God himſelf reftrains every 
day inthe 16 of Exod to the fix days in which 
ed hey were to eacher Manna, andexpreſly com- ' 
15} mands che reſting upon the ſeventh-day z bur in 
re} the 1.4 ofthe Rym.neicher God nor the Apottle 
hf urs any reltrition npon the word every 4ay ; 
Ne To thac, though we mult reſtrain general words 
1] when God relirains chem, there is no reaſon 
that we ſhonld. reſtrain chem when God doth 
not, 
y| Bur then ſaith Mr.T:i[am,1lf you do no: refrain 
this word every day, then you do overthrow 
7.\ithe keepin2 of any day, To wich 1 anſwer, 
re that 


[99] 
that we might very ealily deliver ontr ſelves] 
out of the hands of this ab/urdiry, if that were 
the buſineſs in Queſtion. I 

As for inftance, we have been ſhewing, that well 
are mot ebliged by Moles Law to keep the ſeventh 
day jabbath, nzr no other ?Judaical days ; and that ” 
now Chriſt hath taken away theſe obſervations, ani8}, 
hath made all days alike, 'imthat one day hath i, 
more {anttity or holineſs then another, by reaſon «f 
any Mo'aical inſti:ution by which formerly it wa 

ſanitifi:d ; and ſo by conſequence haveſhewed, th, 
neither Moſes Law, mor Chrifts Law, command, 
a ſeventh-day ſabbath upon that account ; whis| 
ideed i the ſcope of the eApoſtie mthe 14. of th, 
Romans, that ſothe beleevers might nor brin: 
one another to bondage in {uch rhings whereir 
Chriit hath made them free : How then doth , 
this abſurdity fall wvon the Argument, ( viz.) thay g 
becauſe we are leſt at liberty in point of Mofhhy 
jaical obligations to days, that there fire we waſſh,,, 
ſpend this liberty to the ſervice of the fleſh, and ſul 4;1, 
apart 11 time at all to ſerve and worſhip God in fy}, 
this indeed would be contrary to the light of NiÞ of 
tere, which hath taught all her ſons to ſet apart «| ifs; 
times i2 which ts worſhip and ſerve their Ged, ball Ty, 
if it ſhould be ſaid, that if God hath l:ft no com? at 
mand, how much time, or what time; then w'|* /;| 

ſhould not fin theugh we obſerved no time ; [ as 4. 

ſwer, that this is an abſolute non-ſequitur « ff) a | 

firſt, God hath rot appointed what mainterance iht!) ;] 
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veel Gniſters of the Goſpel ſhould have under the New 
ereF7 eftament ; doth it therefore follow, that we being 
delivered by Jeſws ( oriſt from the Molaical boy- 
lace of marntaining the Miniſters according tothe 
Levitical Law, and ſince we are at liberty and not 
bath -joyned how much, or how little, or in what kind 
and hey ſþ»n1d be m1intained,that therefore they (howld 

nave no maintenance at all ? the like may be ſaid wn 
2 Oe ſpelt of a place of wor(hip, as well as a time ;, for 
wal; od had under the Law tied the Jews to a place of 
h; prſhip, but now he hath delivered us from that 
ni 1dagey ard bath made all places alike, as to any 
iMoſeical ſantiiry; doth it therefore follow, that 
i briſtians may from theuceforward chaſe whether 
13S hey will meet ay where or no 3 or that one belee- 
eller m4) 111 018 wa)y ani another another way:and 
fo never come tothe place where theChurch meeteth? 
hal 00 many ſuch libertixes were inthe Apoſtles days, 
oflandgyto our great grief, we may ſay, there are too 
"af nany in our days that 11rn this Grace and Goſpel- 
JfYiberry into want onneſs and licentiouſneſs. This 1 
* F $honught good to add in this place, to ftop the carreer 
VI bf that conceipes ( viz. ) that becauſe (briſt hath 
f Hfr:ed us from thoſe days that Moles his Diſciples 
MI} Twere bound to ob{erve. and hath left the G hriſt 1ans 
|? at liberty herein, in that he hath made every day a- 
w'1* /ih-, that therefore we may chnſe if we will keep any 
1M” | ' 419 as all to the ſervice of the Lord ; this ts not only 
mT! a ſenſual, but a (enſeleſs imagination. Cut more of 
be th touching a dayt» worſhip God in, and alſo ,9oe 
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day we ought to obſerve for his publick worſhipſhal 
be (hewn in the enſuing Appendix to theſe Diſputas 
1085S, 
So then (by what hath been ſaid ) we may 
b perceive, that we ought not co alter nor ya 
I LY rhe literal ſence of a text, unle's G2ds word © 
# right Reaſon do warrant us ſo to do : bnt neif 
cher Gods word, nor rizht Reaſon doth warranf 
n5co reſtrain the Apoſtles words, when bÞ 
faith, Some men efteem one day abFve another ,an 
others eſteem EVERY aay alike. 
(Bhs For by the ſame rule we may reſtrain gener 
fe Mp words when we have no warrant, we may uſhe 
in any abſurdity : as for inſtance, the Scrij 
cure faith, God made every thing that creepeth 
may not a man as Well ſay, thac there is ſom 
creeping thing that God bath nor made , as ſay 
waen the Apoſtle celis nz, chat now the parti: 
o#u-wall is broken down , and notwichſtandin 
Moſes Law you may judze of every day alike 
wichcurt being judged a tranſereflor of ic ; thi 
this every day is underitood bur of ſome daiÞ 4 
commanded by Moſes, and not of the {evenii} 
day ſabbath?Neicher have I diſeftteemed or «| 
cluded the firſt day of the week by my Arc]? 
ment from hence, fance the Ar2ument is {0110 
ed upon the words of the Texr, 
Mr, ves, 

Since 11r.Tillaw makes no further reply (9! 

this Arzument, 1 ſhall urge one more our of th! 
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yſballfx 5 of the A#s compared with the 21, 
puta If the Holy Ghoſt bath giſcharged the belee- 
| ving Gemiiles frcm all the Law as given by 
Moſes, except as 1s excepted Atts 15. then 
the beleeving Gentiles are not bound by the 
Law of Chriſt co keep the 7ih-day iabbarh x 
neigh Bur the Holy Ghoft hath diſcharged the be- 
[ra leeving Gentiles from all the Law as given 
n by by Moſes, except as is excepted As 15, 
rand Ergo, The beleeving Gentiles are not bonnd 
yg by Chriit ro keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, 

neri My, T illam. 

ulhey Yeſterday this Gentleman granied nine of 
criſrbe Commandments in force and binding to 


ma 
Var 


d © 


th rhe Gentiles, aod now he ſaith none are in 
lom{Force, bu rhoſe exprelt Atts 15, 
lay Ar lves. 


rtitih I fay, nine of the ten Commandments are in 
dinfiforce,to day as well as yelterday, and io ts the 
lik:FIfourch Commandment alſo as to a time for be- 
thiffleevers to worſhip God in, bur not as in 
daif the hand of Moſes, for fo faith my Argument ; 
ni: Ibnr as they are implanted in the hearts of men, 
ex} Jand are now further explained and injoyned'by 
ror} 7a better Mediator, who never 1njoyned the 
21}? Gentiles ro keep theſeventh-day ſabbarh, 
Thy was the end of the ſeeond Diſputation, at 
' which time there was an agreement to Diſpute the 
lv 0] ſame eArouments over again with onus Matthew 
f che! Coppinger ; which was appointed to be on Candle- 
15 M2s 
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mas day then next enſniv + ME the ſecond of Febr, 
| 1658.at the place aforeſaid : at which time and 
it place Mr. Coppinger was to anſwer to Mr, Ives 
| his foremetioned Arguments, and what new one: 
" he thought gord to 44d, 

8'3!; The forementioned time being come, aud the perf 
* 4nY ple being Aſſembled, Mr. yes propounds the Due 
Vs 1 ftion which was to be diſputed ; which take as Joll 
' loweth, | 


Ir, ''ves, 

The Queſtion to be diſputed this iy, is 
Whether all beleevers are bonnd to keep the 
ſeventh-day ſabbath, > 

Which Queſtion I reſolve into this Propofi: 
tion ( viz. ) That all beleevers are not bonndp 
to keep the ſevenih-day Sabbath, | 

Mr,C oppinger. 
All beleevers are bound co keep the ſeventh 
day fora Sabbath. | 


Mr. Ives, 
I have urged one general Argument in hel 
former Diſpacations, LO Proves hat beleEving 
Gentiles are not commanded to keepthe e- 
 venth-day ſabbath, woich 1am now to inſiſt} 
npon the ſecond cime, in expectation of you: 
Anfwers : which Arenmenr is as followerh : 
If beleeving Gentiles are bound co keep the 
ſeventh- day Sabbath, they they are bonnd 
1 4000 eictier by the Law of Nawfegthe Laiy of 74+- |: 
Bel 15) ſes, or the Law of Ghritt 2 
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br. But beleeving Gentiles are not bound either 


ard} by the Law of Nature, Moſes, or Chriſt, to 
veel} keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath. 
one; Ergo, Beleeving Gentiles are not bound to 


keep the ſeventh -day Sabbath, 
Mr, Coppinger- 

bu | I anſwer, that beleeving Gentiles are come- 
folk Þnanded by the Law of Nature, if by the Law 
$f Nature you mean the Law written in che 
Heart, 
i Mr, Ives. 
chef 1 do mean the Law written inthe heart. 
Mr, Coppinger. 
oli Then pray put your Argument in choſe 
nndRerms, and then 1 fhal] anſwer co it, 
Alr. Ives, 
J Though this be needleſs ( afcer 1 have ex- 
ath-{plained my meaning) yer that we may not trifle 
abour words, I ſhall conſenc ; - and thereupon 
broceed to prove, That the Law written in the 
\ the] hear doth nor bird chebeleeving Gentiles co 
vine keep the ſeyenth-day Sabbath :which I chus 
| (e-} POE. 
nfit{4 That which the Law wricren to the heart 
/our|9 binds the beleeving Gentiles to obſerve, ic 
1 » |* convinceth the «ma of fin if they do not ob- 
\thel* ſerve : 
uod | Bn: the Law wricecen in the heart doth not 

convince the beleeying Gentiles of (in for 
not obſcryins che ſeventh» -day Sabbath. 
Bur Ergo, 
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Eygo, The Law written in the heart doth nc 
biod the beleeving Gentiles to obſerve the 
ſeventh-day Sabbath, 

Mr, Coppinger, 

I ſay, the Law written in the hearc doth conf 
vince the beleeving Gentiles of (in, in that the 
do nor obſerve the ſeventh-day ſabbath, 

Mr. {ves. : 

If the Law written 1n the heare doth con- 
vince the Gevriles of fin, for not obſerving th, 
ſeventh-day Sabbath, chen ic 1s manifeſt eithe 
in Gods wore, Right Reaſon,or manifeſt expe 
rience, ther they have had ſuch convictions 

Bur neither Gods word, Right Reaſon, « 
mavnife(t experience doth manifeſt, that ever th 
Law written in the heart did convince th 
Gentiles of fin for not obſerving the ſeventh 
day Sabbath : * 

Ergo, The Law written 1n the heart dot 
not convince the Gentiles cf fin, for not o) 
ſerving the ſeventh-day Sabbath. 

Mr, Coppinger, | 

1 do deny the Minor, and ſay, that the Lafj 
rhar is written In the heart doth convince o 
fin for nor keeping the jevenih-day Sabbath, | 

r, Ives, w 

Sir, then you deny the Concluſion, and nog, 
the Minor, what ever you lay ; cherefore priy& 
pur/in your exception againſt the enymeracion 
In the Syllogiſm, and (bew n:, either fron 

Scx1p! 
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| BOY Scripture, Record, or Right Reaſon, or Expe« 
The rjence> thar any have been convinced of fin by 
Ithe Law wricren in cheir heartfor nor keeping 
che ſevenrh-Jay Sabbarh, 
CLONE My. Coppinger. 
neſs 1 (hall then ation the Scripture Levit, 20. 224 
22, wer? icis wticter, that God caſt ont the 
ations, for that they did not ds all the things that 
he commanded Iſrael to do: for thus i 1s written, 
er. 22, Tee ( viz. Iſrael) ſhalltherefore keep 
l my ſtatutes and all my judgments, and do them, 
bat the land whither # bring you to dwell therein 
te your not ont, 
And yee ſhall not walk in the manners of the na» 
I Us which 1 caſt out before you, for they commit? 
: UB. ill theſe things, and therefore I abhorred them, 
nMFrom wheuce I infer, Firſt,thar the ſeventh-day 
zbbath was included in theſe words, ALL my 
dotf.tures, ard ALL my judgments : and that 
LOIfpeſe were injoyned to the Gentile Nations, 
Fprove by the 22 verſe, whereit is faid, God 
@/* out the Nations ( viz.) the Gentiles, becarſe 
: Lu 7 did ot do ALL thoſe things which he com- 
Ce harnded of the people of Iſraelamong which their 
th, Wrench-day Sabbach was one great thing that 
Was commanded : now then, If the Gentiles 
d n"tyere caſt ont becauſe they did not obſerve 
e PALL the Laws, and ALL the Statutes, and 
ra! MALL the Judgments which God commanded 
f:"'NFracl to obſerve,amovg which the ſeventh-da y 
Scriph H Sabs 
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Sabbarh was one,as appears by comparing the 
ig ch,and 30 ver. where keeping the 'Sabbath 
is mentioned among the Statutes of Iirae!, 

I ſay, If the Gentile Nations were Calt out 
for not obſerving all Iſrael's ſtatutes, and al] 
their judgments, it appears, that the Law writ- 
ten inthe heart did convince them that theyſ® 
had finned, in that they had nor obſerved al 
thoſe things ; and ſo conſequently the Lay 
Written inthe heart doth convince them of fin,Þ 


= 
i 


Mr. lves. 
I anſwer, Firſt, that you have all this whil 


#r2ued, and not aniwered, 
But ſecondly,The text doth not ſay, the N; 
rions were calt out for that they did not ke 
all Tſraels Laws, bnrt for that they were evil 
of all choſe unnatural luſts mencioned in thF 
former part of the Chapter, which he comma: 
derh Iſrael to refrain, and wichal co keep all hf. 
ſta:ures, left he cat out them as be had dorÞ 
thoſe Nations, 

But rhirdly, How doth it appear, that chk 
Nations were to keep ALL Iſraels ſiarmeo{ 
andall their jndements, by the Law write: 
in their hearr ? for they might otherwiſe com: 
nnder the onilt of the tranſgreſſions of the Lil 
of I{rael, then by Natures conviction ;; if c| | c 
ſhould be granced, thar cannor be proved(:, 
that the Nations were to keep all Iſraels laws! 
Fonrthls, 


ic Fonrihly, If you (ay, that the Nations were 
it convinced of fin by the light of Nature, becauſe 
* Rithey did nor keep ALL the ftarntes thar 
u Bwcre given co [{rael, thenic will follow thar 
all the light of Nature did convince them of fin, 
cit-Mbecanſe they were not obſeryers,cf the Cere- 
neyFanonial Laws that were given to Iſrael, for 
| al boſe are mentiored inthe 19 Chapter of Le- 
-WE&viticzs among the Statutes of /ſrael, as well as 
ſin F&heir Sabbatbs and other things, 
| Mr, (oppinger, 
"BB I dodeny that Conſequence ; for it doth 
hilWo: follow that the Nations were bonnd by 
he light of Nature to keep all Iſraels Ceremo» 
1a] Laws, becauſe they were by the Law writ 
Ke Bn their heart to keep all their Ratntes and all 
wilt Their judgments, 
th Mr. 1ves. 
mayy Ilay,the Conſequence followeth undenyt- 
ll iifÞle; for, if ic be true as you ſay, thar the Nati- 
dowÞbns were calt on becauſe they did nor keep all 
Fibe ſtatues and all rhe judgments char were 
cnt} S$iven to Irae},and all chele Ratnres and all theſe 
cut Yndomencs were taught them by the Law that 
rite} yas writ in che hear , chen Ifay ic follows, 
coi Fac the Nations were to keep the Ceremonial 
e Lil Maw of Iſrael,1s well as their Mora;lthen which 
f cn imagiae, there is nothing more abſurd, 
(21%, Mr, { oppinger, 
law} 1 ſay no more then the text, for the rexc 
rehly, . H 2 faich, 
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ſaich, Tow ſhall keep ALL my ſtatutes, and ALL 
my judgments that the land Sew you not out, as it | 
did thoſe that were before you, | 

Mr. 1ves, 

I fay, the land did loath her former inhabitants, Þ 
becanſe they did not hgep allthe Laws which the 
light of Nature had taught them to obſerve;there-ſ* 
fore God threatens lirael with the {ame jude-þ: 
ments,if incaſe they either contrary to the Lay 
writ in the heart, or contrary to the Law giver 
by Moſes,ſhould be fonrd cranſereflonrs : no 
thac ic followeth, that the Nations were bonn(f 
by the law written in the heart ro keep all Iir 
els laws & judoments;for then they were boun( 
by the law written their heart to keep t|; 
Ceremonial Laws alſo, as well as the ſevent! 
day ſabbath; which is ridiculons to imagine, 

Mr. C oppinger-. 

I fay, thar the Ceremonial Law 1s no part of 
that whole Law in the Texts that I bave menfJ, 
tioned, where ache Statutes, and allthe jud]; 
merits are commanded to [ſrael ; for there! 
not a word mentioned concernivg it in th 
whole chapter, 


s 


\ 
iT 
4 

r 


Mr. Tves., L 
Neuberis there a word of the ſeventh di} , 
ſabbath inany of rhat chapter. 
Mr. Coppinger, | 
Bur you may remember, that Itold you,thit 
all che Laws mentioned in Lev, the 20,22, 23: 


[101] 


gid include the Sabbath day,required in 19 ch, 
 30ver,where ic is aid, You ſhall keep my Sabbaths, 
_ and reverence my Santtuaries ; fo that if the 
| Nations ( as I have ſaid) were caſt ont, becauſe 
# they did nor keep all Iſracls Statutes, and all 
1 cheir judgments, then they were cait ont be- 
'þ7 caule they did nor keep the qth-day ſabbath. 
, Mr, /ves, 

I anſwer as before, that the Text doth nor 
ſay, char the Nations were caſt ont becauſe they 
J did not keep all Iſraels Laws, but becauſe they 
J violated the law of Nature by thoſe unnatural 
and unlawiul lnits mentioned in the former 
verſes, 

S Bur ſecondly, If they (iz. the Nations ) 
I were caſt our, becauſe they did not keep all 1i- 
raels Starures, then they were calt our, becauſe 
| they did nor obſerve the Ceremonial Laws of 
I 1ſrael, as well as any of the reſt, And laſtly, 
| whereas you ſay, that the Sabbath mentioned 
[inthe 19 chapter, is included in all the Laws 
[mentioned in the 20 chapter : Ianiwer, So is 
the reverenciog the SanAnary required Inthe 
{ame ver, where the ſabbath is required,ind of- 

| fering of ſacrifices, and counting the fruit of the 
<iſ trees as uncircumciſed the firſt three yeers afcer 

| they were planted ; I ſay,all cheſe things are 

| 2s truly commanded in the Ig chapter asthe 
tat ſeventh-day abbath, and are as neceſſarily in- 
234 cluded in that nniverſal cerm all the farntes, and 


cd H 2 all 
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all the juigments mentioned inthe 20 ch apter : 
now then, by the ſame rule thag you can ſay 
the law writ in the heart did regunire the Gen- 
tile Nations to keep all Iſracls Ratures, and (o 
conſequently the ſeventh-day! ſabbath men- 
tioned in the nineteemh chapter ; I ſay, 
by che ſame rule the Gentile Nations are 
commanded by the law written in their 
heart to keep the law that requireth them to 
reverence the SanQuary and offer Sacrifices,and 
count the fruit of the rrees uncircumciſed three 
yeers after they were planted ; which cannc: 
be imagined, 
Mr, Coppimpers 
I anſwer, that though che reverencin the 
SanAuary,and cftering Sacritices , and conniins 
cherrees uncircumciſed, were commandments 
| given co [rae] ; yer theſe are not called ftatrmes 
and judgments : ſo thar, though the Nations 
were to obſerve all Iraels atnres by the law 
wriccer/inthe hearr, yet they were not to ob- 
ſerve all other of their commandments ; there- 
fore I anſwer you by diſtinoniſhing, and ay, 
chat che Ceremoniaj laws were Ordinances and 
Appointments, but noc (armes ; ard thong} 
the Nations were to keep all Iſraels ſtatutes by 
the law writ in their hearts, among which the 
ſeventh-day ſabbaih was one ; yet the Nations 
are nor to keep thoſe ceremonies mentioned 
by you, for they are no where called ſtaruces ; 
10 
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ſo that Ratutes 1s one thing and Ordinances is 
another, | 

Mr. [ves j 

There 1s no difference, and this dittin&ion 
is light 45 vanity,. for all Gods Orginances are 
atuces and appointments, and the ceremonial 
Ordinances were Gods (tatntes as well as o- 
ther Laws, 

« Ur, ( oppinger- 

Where any Laws are cailed, Ordinances, 
there they are underlfiovd for the ceremonial 
laws, and not for the tes commapdments Or 
law wric i2 the heart ; and where any . com- 
mandments are called ſtatutes, -chey are not 
underilond of the ceremonial laws, + 
- Here Ms, Tillam ftaydeth up to juſtifie Ar. 
Coppineer's diſtinFions ( viz. ) that Gods laws 
were one thing, aud his ſtatutes and judgments ay- 
other, and for this he cites Mal. 4. wheve it ts ſaid, 
Remember ye the Law of Moſes my ſervant, 
which I commanded unto him in Horeb for all 
T'rael, with the Rtatntes and judgments : from 
hence Mr, Tillam would have proved a d:fference 
between ſtatutes,laws and appointments- 

T hereupon Mr, Goſnold ſtanding by, told bath 
Mr, Coppinger and Mr. Tillam, that he wondred 
they ſhould abuſe the atidience with ſuch aneedleſs 
& vain diſtinftion,ſince that in their conſcience they 
hnew that the word was flatnum eft, and that there 
was n9 diff erence between the words ſtatute and Ape 

H 4 porntment, 
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printment, ſave that the one was a Latine word, 
4nd the other an Engliſh word, and further, that 
they might as well ſay, there was a arfſerence be- 
tween likeneſs and ſiwilitude, as between ſtatute 


and appointment, Mr. Den alſo being then preſent 
did ſharply reprove Mr, Tillam for juſtifying Mr, Þ 


Coppinger, in making this vain diſtinttion, ſince 
that he pretended to learzing aud ſcholarſhip : and 
as ſuch a diftinttion doth argne a man to have 
little of a ſcholar or elſe little of conſcience ; ſo. it 
doth argue a man to have but a ſlexder acquain- 
tance with the Scriptureand therefore unfit to be a 
zeacher;for if either Mr.Coppirger or Mc, Tillam 
had been but competently acquainted with the 
Scriptures, they would never have uttered before 


many hundreds of people then aſſembled, that the 


ceremonial laws were never called ftatntes : for, Þ 


beſides what hath been. ſaid, whoever reads but Þ 


Exod, 29. 9yand 28, ſhall find the prieſts office 
called a ſtatute; and the Prieſts office (hall be 
theirs for a perpetual STATUTE: and the of- 
fering is called a STATUTE, Levit, 3.16, 17, 
and the offering is cal'ed, an everlaſting STA- 
TUTE to make an atonement, &c. Levit, 16, 
33> 34. Exod. 27, 21. Exod, 28 43. Levi. oo, 
9s Levit, 23.14,21, the reſting from labour on 
the day of atonement is called a STATUTE, ver, 


31+ Levit, 24. 9, Numb. 19,21, 27,0 11. 


35.29, yet notwithſtanding all theſe texts, toge- 
ther with many more chat might be named, theſe 
FeW 


1 


[105] 
men tell wi; that the ceremonies were never called 
atHutes. 
Wellthen, ſince it is plain that the ceremonies of 
the law are called ftatutes, it followeth that the 


| Gentiles bythe law writin their hearts were not 


© commanded to heep all Iſraels ſtatutes; for then( as 


I hath been nrged ) they were bound by the law writ 
l; in their hearts to keep the ceremonial laws of the 1f- 


raelites, which is among the firſt-born of ſenſeleſs 


E imarinations : this being the iſſme the Argument 
was bronght to, Mr. Ives proceeded to another, 
which was a followeth. 

Atr. I'ves. 

That law which is not Moral, the law of Na- 
| ture doth not binde the Gentiles to ob- 
| ſerve. 

But the law for the ſeventh-day ſabbath is not 

Moral, 

Ergo, The law of Nature doth not binde the 
Gentiles to oblerve the ſeventh-day fab- 
bath, 

Mr. Coppinger-. 
I deny the Minor, and do ſay, thar the law 

7 require:h the ſeventh-day ſabbath 1s a Mo- 

ral law. 


Ar, Ives, 
I prove the Minor thus : 
That law which cannot be known bur by 
Written Or unwritten tradition, 4: is nor 2 
Moral law. 


Bur / 
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ren tradi: 10n, 
Ergo, the law for the ſ{eventh-day ſabbath i; 
not a Moral law, 
Mr, Coppirger. 


I deny the Minor, 2d ay, tha: the law for Þ 


the ſeventh-dey ſabbath may be knows ano- 
ther way then by tradi:ion; lor it may be 
known by the law written in the bearr. 

Mr. ves. 

I pray then affizn a text thar faith the e- 
venth-day labbath may be known by the law 
wri: in the heart, 

Mr. Coppir ger. 

Ic is written in che ſecon/-of the Romans and 
the foxrteenth, T hat the Gentiles which had nt 
the Liw, did by Narm the th Nas COnt an 'e4 inth: 
law ; now 1 they did by Natnre the things COn- 
cined inthe law of Moſes, and the ſeventk-di; 
ſabbath was one thin? contained 12 the law c: 
Moſes: then if the Gentiles did by N:cmretl: 
thinos contained in the law, then they ker: 
re ſeven-day abbach : but the Text {21ch, 
the Gentiles did by Nature the THINGS &©on: 
raired in the law, and the ſeventh-div ſab: © 
was a thivg conruned in the law. Evgs, the 
( viz, the Gennes ) by the lawof Nine, c: -| 
the law wricren in the heart, did k-en the 
reBii-day ſabbath, | | 


Bac the Law for the ſeventh-day ſabbath | 
cannot be known but by written or unwrir- 


| ths 


ON- 


" 
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Fro 
& Mr, go 

This 15 argnivg and not anſwering: but if 1 
ſhould ſuffer you co tranſere(s the laws and 
rules of rn; 20d ler you argne when 
[you ſhould aniwer ; 1 know you are never able 
ro prove, that the Gentiles 'ithout the help 
I of cradition were able > know the levench-day 
ſabbath by che law and ]:i-hei of nawure : and 
\whereas you lay, the Cenciles did the things 
contained in the law by the light of natnre,and 
[thereforethey kept the (eventh-day ſabbath 
[ anſwer, firſt, rhar | it 152 difficule thing to con» 
clade a prrticular propofiticn, when the premi- 
les are indefinite. 

For the Gentiles did by nature the things 
contained in the law, inaſmuch as they did 
ſome 200d which the law commanded, and 
forbore ſome -viis which the law foroad, as 
[murder,and adu!c: :ry,Ocat doth not therefor 
followsthac becanſe rheGenriles did the hin 2$ 
'that were contained in che law of 1oſes, that 
therefore they did all rhings therein contained, 

May not a man 25 well plead for circumcifton, 
and ſay, that the li-he of nature raughr people 
to be circumciſed and co offer ſacritic becauſ e 
circumciion and ſacrificing are things i. AT: 
inthe law ; and ihe Gentiles did by natvre the 
things contained i in the law-therefore they were 
o>ſervers of circumciſing and ſacrificing by the 
lichr of pawre > would mot ever) ſenſible map 


call 
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call thi a ſenceleſs Argument ? and yet thus Mr. 
Coppineer reaſor5:T he Gentiles did by natare the 
things contained in the Law , Ergo, they kept th: 
ſeventh-day ſabbath:but Iſhall ſhew in the enſuing 
Appendix, that the Gentiles neither did,nor could 
keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath by the light of Ns 
fHre, 
Mr. Coppinoer, 


If the Gentiles did thoſe things by the liohtÞ 


of nature that were contained 13 that lay 
caat forbad itealing and adultery, then they 
kept the ſeven:ft-day ſabbath, which was! 
parc of the ſame law : 

Bur the ms by the lighr of nacure did 


the things that) were contained 1n that lay 


which forbad ſtealing and adulcery. 
Therefore the Gentiles by the light of nature 
did keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath. 
Cr, Ives. 


I doafſure you Sir, ific were not bur that !Þ 
had compaſſion ov the multitude. and was un 


willing co have them go away unſatisfied, | 
had nor ſaid award to your laſt Arguments be 
canſe yon know you were by acreement to 


aniwer my Arguments ; and in ltead thereot}}: 


you make Arguments , and turn Opponent, 


when as you were by Agreemeot this day to} 


be Reſpondent : however Sir, take thts for an 
Antwer that the Gentiles might do by nature 


hoſe eniogs that were contarned in the Law; 
(hat 
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chat forbad ſealing and adnltery ; and yet the 
bh conſequence dorh nor follow, that therefore 
;þ chey kept ihe ſeventh-day ſabbark by the lighe 
{of nacure :25 for infiance, a man char keepsrhe 
5 law of the Tk, he obſerves 2 law that forbid- 
dech ſteajivg and murder ; doth ir therefore 
” Þfollow, that he obſervech the Law of England, 

! becauſe he doth obſerve a l:w thar requireth 
j þ) many of the ſame thinss which are written in 
| the Engl ih Laws ? 

In |I1ke manner many of thoſe Laws which 
were Written npen the tables of the Gen- 
tiles hearts, were written n»yon [caels cables 
of ſtone ; doth tc therefore follow that ail 
[things that were written iv tables of ſtone, 
were writ upon the hearts of Gentiles ? 

Who ts there but mlay perceive the non-conclu- 
Ldencie of this eArgument ? may not aman as well 
| reaſon thus, The Turks obſerve the things that are 
| 1 contained inthe Chriftian Laws, therefore they 
Þ cb[erve all things that ar: commanded in the laws 
| of Chriſtianity ? and ſurther, the Turks obſerve 
'Þ that law whieh the Engliſh men obſerve, which 
| requireth that 4 man (hould not kill aud fteal,there- 
| fore the Turk obſerveth the Engliſh-man's Sab- 
bath, which is the firſt day of the week. 

eAgain, The people in America obſerve the 
Fi | things contained inthe Jews law, whichrequireth 
rel 1122 not to kill and ſteal ; doth it follow, that 
w.l. therefore the people in America obſerve the Jews 
Wk ſeventh», 
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ſeventis day ſabbath ? _ ot theſe kind of ar- 
guings the ſame with Mr, Coppingetrs? for he 
ſaith, that the Gentiles did by Nature the thing 
contained in the |ews law, aud therefore they kept 
the | ews ſabbath ; but doth not the contrary to thu 
appear? for are there nat thouſands of gooa people in 
England, that ds the things that are contained in 
the |ews laws, inthe Apoſtles ſence. that yet neve! 
kept the Sgturd.1y or Jewiſh S:bbath? and there-ſ 
fore for the farther proof of this Argument 
let me add, that it is impoſſible ro keep the Jew- 
iſh or ſeventh-day ſabbath without the help of trad 
i10n, and terefore the obſervation of that day ts no” 
Mora! ; the reaſon I ſhall give is, becauſe if ama. 
be fick of a violent diftemper, that hath bereaveiif 
him of his Senſes, yet when this man coms to hu 
right underſtanding again, ie will know with: 
out a guide, that he ſhould 1:21 hill, and that bi 


[hauld not ſteal; bu: without the onide of tradition 


be cannot kxow what day of the week it is, havin 


Loft his account thereof by reifon of his diſtrattionÞ 
and therefore Common experience tels wsthat thitf 
2:41 is forc'd to ash thoſe that ave abrrit him what dy 
of the week it is : now then if be did not hnow wht 
day of the week it was,by re4ſ9u that he had beentiul 
diſtrafted , I demand how he coull know which wa 
the 7th Day Sabbath ; ard it be could have knows 
the 7Tth-day ſabbath by the liokt of Nature, what | 
zeed was there for this man beivo come 10 his Sew ] 
ſes, to inquire what day of the week it was that he 
W.1 
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was then in, more then there was for himto ack, 
Iwhether he migkt not kill or ſteal? 

eþ | Mr, Coppinger. 

" ſhail prove the Conſequence, nameiy, that 
; Mif the Gertiles by the lizht of Natore without 
Eir:dicion did do the tings conrained inthe 


Pp 


ſoy then they did keepthe 7ra-day fab- 


bath by the light of nacnre, wirhourt rradition, 


er 
ml Hereupon the Moderator/did reprove Mr,Cops 
5h, Ipinger for attempting to ar gue initead of anſwering 


1. Mr. Ives his eArgament, and therefore did deſire 
1. Mthat Mr. Ives would urge afreſh Argument,which 
won 4 45 followeth. 

We | Mr, /ves. 

Jo That law which a man may have an abſolute 
hf necefhty ro brezk, cannot be a Moral law : 
+. Bur the law for the ſeventh-day ſabbath 4 
þ,& man may have an ab{9lue necefiity co break, 
wo Ergo, the law for the ſeventh-day ſabbath 
in cannot be a moral law, 

he Mr Coppinger. 

1h 1deny rhe M:jor, if by moral law yon do 
gear the law of Narure, or law written in the 
,,þbeert ; for ik doth nor follow that 2 law is not 
{moral or writcen in the heare, hecaule oe Nay 
v4; | have amoral or abſolute necefiity to break ut, 
Ws Mr Ives. 

| I ſhall prove the Myyor thus: | 

-1-| If there be no abſolute neceſſity for me ro 
he} hate God or my neighbour, then there 3s 
| EO 
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no abſolute neceſſity for meto break the law 
ID nature :2 . 

But there is no abſoince neceſicy for me to 
hate God or my neighbour, 
Ergo, There is DOabloluce necefli.y to break 
the law in Nature, 

Mr, Coppinger, 

I deny the Mayor : for thong there be no 
neceſſity for a man to hate God or his neigh- 
bour, ic doih nor therefore follow, that there 
is noabſoluce necefiity ro break the law in na- 
cure, 


y 
L 


Mr, Tves. 
I proverte M:jor thus » 

If all che law wrutep in the heart be contain- 
edinloving Goa avd my neighbour, then 
ic followeth, that if tieze be no abloime ne. 
ceſſicy ro hate either God or my neighbour, 
that then there is no abſolure neceſſity to 
break a law 1n nature : 

Bat all the law written ic the heart is contain- 
edin lovin2 God and tmy neighbour. 

Ergo, Itfclioweth, thac if there be no abſo-ſ 
lute neceſſity ro hate God and my neigh- 
bonr, then there is no abſolute neceſſity ro 
break 2 law in nature. 

Mr. { oppinger, 

[ anſwer, firſt, that there may be a breaking | 
of rhe letter of the Law as that of murder and 
adultery, and fiealing; as for inſtance, Abraham 
Was 


| \, [113] 
was commanded to facritice 1/aak contrary 
to the lercer of the law, which ſaith, Thos ſhalt 
ot kill, | 

Secondly, David was gmilty of murder and 
adultery 10 the matter of #riah and Bathſheba, 
for which by che letter of the law he was to die 
he death ; yer there was a neceſſity for him ro 
live,and be ſaved from the puniſhment, con- 
rary to the letter of the law, 

Again thirdly, The Iſraelites robbed the £- 
Jptians contrary tO the Law, that ſaith, Ther 
halt not teal, and yer were juſtified: though rhe 
aw ſaith, 7 he wicked borrow and pay not again; 
et the Iſraelites did borrow cf the Egyprians, 
nd payed not agaiv. 

Fourthly and laſtly, They were not ro take 
wife that was a whore under the law, and 
jer Hoſea was commanded by God to take 
Wife of wheredoms, Hol. 1, 2. By all which ic 

ppears, thatthere my be an abſolne neceſſity 

0 break a Moral law in the lecter of it, 

Mr. Ives. 

'Þ Lanſwer, firſt, yon have not anſwered to my 
” Fbyllogilm, which faith, There can be no abſolute 
heceſſity to hate God oy my neighbour : for none 
df theſe infiances thar you have infilied on do 
ſhew any ſach thing, for there i; nothing of h1a- 


A ently 
deing traly confidered , as 1 fha'l preiently 


i 
x5 Paake appear, : as 


# | Boas. 
ins God or my neighbour 1n any of chem, 


6 LT 14], 
Lecenidly, Yonrte]] us, St may be ane. 
ceſſity to rran{greſsthe letter of the Law, and 
for that you urge ſeveral Texts ; when as my 
Argument was not gronaded npop the letter 
of the law, bur rather upon the Spiric of i 
( viz, ) the law written in the hearr ; ſorha 
the in{iarces have not agſweredrhe Argument 
however, 1 ſhall anſwer che inſtances : and ficl}, 
you ſay, that there may be an abſolute ne 
ceſlity ro commit murder, adultery, and fea]. 
iog, &, Towhich I anſwer, thar this is ſuc! 
a piece of Divivity that the world did neve 
hear o' before ; and che firſt intftance you aſſ1y 
, eA brahams being commanded of Godt 
zr up his ſon 1ſaak, &. Towhich I anſwe: 
ok if eAbraham had killed 1ſazk, it had no 
been murder ; firit, becanſe he did nor hate hi 
ſon it | TE hearr, while he was going to offe 
him ECCOralng to the commandment : & there 


fore this ivitznce doth not teuch the Arc! 
moni, which {2ith, rhere 15no necefſi:y to hae: 
2 ac 4 *3TY 7 et *bbonr, Bur ſecordly, God 
Comm wed ibraham by an immediate Ln 
from Hoaven, therwile Abraham conid nal 


he, 
any receſity that would 
ns 2, i covia tt 
T: 
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Again, as touching the caſe of David in the 
matter of #riah, there was no moral necefſicy 
Jaid upon any to break a moral law, becanſe 
David was nor pnt to dearh ; for, and if there 
had been ſach a neceflity, how doth this reach 
the Argument, that ſaith, there is no neceſlity 
ro hate God or my neighbour ? for the peo- 
ple did neither hate God nor their netgh- 
donrs, 17 that they *did not take away the life 
ff cheir King, for whar he did avgainit #riah rhe 
ittte, And for your inltance in the caſe ofthe 
ſraelites (lealiog from the Egyptians,which you 

lay God allowed cf, &c, 

I anſwer, Thar firft chere was no ablolute 
neceſlity for them co ſpoyl the Egyptians, and (o 
onſequently no necefſicy to break a law 18 na» 
ure, by hatin2 either Godor their netgh- 
our, | 

But ſecondly. Ged gave !ſrael favour in the 
ight of the Epyptianc, and thereupon the Egyptians 
et them have jrwels of filvir, and jewels of gold 

Iwoluntaril;, and the Iſraelites did not take them by 
\[orce, therefore there was no breach of a law in 1a- 
oitire + But laſtly, had they taken theſe things by 

1 orceyit had nor been a breach of a law in natare be- 
1 beicanſc that nature hath taught her childres to ſeektor 
repairs of thoſe that have imparred them, to take 
$/t Per force, where it cannot be had by fair means © 
re thats God ( as well as Natrire ) by a mare thenor- 
A 4nar} inf riiftion tells the people of Tſrath that they 
1 2 bauld 
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ſhould ſpoil theſe that ſpoiled themy which was but it 
a juft retribution upon the Egyptians: agreeing withiſt 
the law and light of Nature : Otherwiſe it is affflt 
ſin to fieal npon the precence of the greateſ 
neceſſity ; hereupon eAgar ſaith, Prov, 30, 8, 
9. Give me not poverty, leſt I be pooy and fteal,ani 
take the name of my God in vain, 

And for your [aſt inſtance of the Prophet Hot 
ſea,hu taking a wife of whoredoms,which you ſay 
is contrary to 4 law, I aniwer, firſt, that it is 
not contrary to the law thats inthe heart, 
becaute rhat law cannot always diſtinguiſh be 
eween 2 whore and a chait woman, thongh it 
was Contrary tO the law of Iſrael, Then ec 
condly, though a man conld diſtinguiſh be- 
rween the one and the orher, yer there 1s n0 
meral nec:flity for a man to take the whore 
and leave the chaſte woman. 

But thirdly, whereas you ſay, God commanaei 
che prophet to take a wife of whoredoms : I an 
{wer that this 1s not ſpoken of carnal adultery, i 
the text doth not ſay he was commanded to taht:1 
wife that was a wore, but a wife of whoredon::Þ 
{ viz, ) a wife from a people that were onilty i 
great whoredoms in-departing from the Lord, «la 
appears verſe the {econd, th 

Mr. C oppiuger, 

make no neceſſity of a mans own maki:,{m! 
but I tay, God can diſpenſe with the breact; o:Þrs 
moral laws, by 2tvinga countermand, and :!e9Þ vi 


o * © 
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54: the breach of the ſabbath 1s no breach z though 
zihllche Prieſts In che law profaned it,yer they were 
is :Mblameleſs ; in lik: manner, if Sod make a law 
refrhac a man ſhall not ſhed innocent blood, yer 
, $RCods precept to eAbraham makes ic no breach 
aniRof a moral law ; and ſo likewiſe in the other 
Faſes of the Egyptians ſtealing,and the Prophers 
Hi-fgaking a wife of whoredoms ; I ſay,theſe conn- 
ſayſrermands make it no breach of 2 Law : and 
t isÞ}o likewiſe npon the ſabbath-day, a man might 
artflead an oxe or an aſsto watering, and not 
beYbreak ics chongh it be a moral law ; bur if che 
| ifinen In this generation may do chat which the 
ſeſſews and Diſciples mighr nor lawfully do on 
be-Þhe ſabbarh-day, then you have rcaken off my 
xCeptions, 
Mr. Iv:s. 

"Whereas you ſpeak of a necefſi:y ro break a 
moral law; when God conntermand:, ©&c. 1 
aſwer, that then it is not murder in Abraham 
ollay 7ſaak, or theft in Iſrael to rake from the 
E7yptians, becanſe they had an immediate law 
:Hrom heaven commanding thoſe very partt- 
/Fealar things ; bue doth ir follow, that this 
Flaw given ro Abraham was binding to all, or 
that Gods allowing of Tiracl ro ſpoil che E- 
0)ptians (ſhonld give me an allowance to ſpoil 
92, {my neighbonr? and wonld it not bea fin con- 

Pur to n2crure for me to ſacrifice my child, ha- 
ring n9 command, hecauſe Abraham won! 
tbe '-2 have 
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have ſacrificed his child by « command ? and jn 
like manner there can be no moral neceſſity to 
breaka moral law, by your own confeſſion 
withont an immediate and particular command 
in the caſe, as Abraham had 1n the Caſe of 1ſaal 
and Iſrael inthe caſe of ipoyling the Eg yptran; 
Now chen, if the ſeventh-day ſabbath be moral 
a5 you ſay it is, then you can have no moral nef 
ceſlity, by your own confeſſion, to break it, ur 
leſs yon have an immediate conntermand fron 
Heaven ſo ro do, 

Now then, fince you ſay, the (aw for the 
venth-day ſabbath is a moral law, how do yo 
make it appear, that God gave you an allowanc 
to Open your ſhop the next day after you chal 
lenged me ro diſpnte for the ſeventh-day fat 
bath , which was the ſabbath-day you no 
plead for ? and whereas you did prerend 
neceſſity ſo to do, I demand, Whether Go 
ever eave yen a command 1n obedience t 
which you did open your ſhop upon the (+ 
vemth-day ſabbath ? fince you your lelf iy 
tharc there molt be a conntermand to jaſtifie the 
doing any thing that conradiR: the letter ofs 
moral law ; now you have broke the letter of 
the law, which you ſay is moral, and where i} 
your conntermand from God foro do ? Ani} 
forrhe inſtances that yonbting of mens lead: 
ing an oxe to water npon the ſabbath-day ; ih'8 


Was not a moral neceſiity, for they might [ave 
let 


y__ — ——— —————. —w— a_ _—— 


| 


NEON EY —— es ih =} — —__— . -< 2 w—_—_—c _—_ 


' 


[119] 
let the oxe Rayed withont water: if the law for 
the ſeyvench-day ſabbark had been a moral law, 
they onghr not co have broken it ro fave the 
life of their oxe, no more then a man may wor- 
ſhip an Idol co (ave his own life, and the life of 
his cattle ; ſo that this very inflance confmres 
| your opimon, that the ſeventh'day fabbath is 

not 4 moral iaw, 


', (+ oPprnCey. 

As touching my opening ſhop aron the ſe- 
venth-day, which I ſay 1s che ſabbath, Mr, Ives 
did allow me (o to doe, becauſe 1 was uider 
ſome promiſes to do ſome bufine(s that day in 
relation to my trade, Bur ſnepvie T cid char 
which was unlawſnl, this doth not prove what 
Mr. wes {atrh, that he may breok rne (abbarh ; 
however, this 15 reflection and archarirable- 
neis. Again, Ifay, the moral law makes ro 
© difference b-rween murder and killing ; for ic 
» 1 1s wzitten Exod, 20s Thenſhalt not hill, 85, fo 
> (8 that C Abraham was a Þreaker of that law ,by 
{x} going abou: ro bill Iſaak, 

4 Alſo if a chiide were born, and the ſeventh - 
of | day of che week happen*d to be the eighth day 
r off afterthe birth, then ir was no breach of che 
# i4) law to circumcile the child ; bur Mr, 7ves bat! 
a ni} broken his promiſe, in that he promiſed i” 01.- 
24} cour'e the Argument he infitted on the !:!? day, 
chi\ but doth nor, 

aVC 
let 


| £ Mr. 
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AHMr. Ives, 


I anſwer to the lali firſt, chat T have not bro: 


al 


ken avy promiſe thar I made , for I laid 


down one general Argument, which was the 
ſame 7 went npon the lat day, Which Iam yer 
proſecuting, 

And ſecondly, Yon did alſo agree that | 


ſhould urge new Argnments if ! pleaſed,as wellf , 
as thoſe which had been formerly urged : andſi; 


whereas you charge me with refletions and 
uncharitableneſs ; I anſwer, chat whatl ſpake 
did relate ro the diſpenſation that Mr, 


Tillam gave you toopen ſhop npon your ſab-i 


bath, after you had ingaged to diſpute for it, 


And I ſay, if the ſeventh-day ſabbath be mo- 


ral, then he conld nor diſpenſe with your ope- 
ning ſhopupnn ic ; for by this rule a man may 
plead a neceſſicy to break moral laws, alchongh 
he hath no countermand from God ſo to do:& 
whereas you lay, 1 did allow you to open ſhop; 


I anſwer, So I might, becauſe Iam fo far from Þe 
judging the oblervation of che ſarnrday-ſabbati FÞ 
a moral duty, that 1 judge it no duty at all, 
cherefore I mighe diſpenſe with your working! 
npon K, ; but how could Mr, Tillam, that ke-}* 
leeves with you, that che command for che | 


ſeventh-day is moral, give you a diſpenſation 
ſoto ao ? and further, how conld your con- 
ſctence diſpenſe with ſuch an ation, as to open 
your ſhop the next Sataray ſabbath that came, 

2fres 


\ 
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Gafcer you had ingaged in pnblick to diſpute the 
ro-fmorality of char day ? 
adli And whereas Mr, Coppinger ſaith, the Moral 
thefW/aw makes no difference between murder and kil- 
yetfing, be might as well have ſaid, that the moral law 
akes no difference between fornication and lying 
| Ihrith a woman, then which nothing is more abſurd, 
ell PF or the Moral Law doth not call all killing gunrder ; 
ndfB&hough murder be killing : he might as well have 
ndBaids becan/e ſtealing i taking, that therefore there 
akefl no difference between ſtealing an taking. 
Mr. Here Mr. Tillam deſireth liberty ro ſpeak for 
ab-Wmſclf tronching what Mr, Ives had objefted a- 
» Rpairft him, for allowing Mr, Coppinger to open 
no- Wop upon their Sabbath. 
Pe- Mr. T:illam. 
147} Mr. [ves hath done like curſed Cham in nnco- 
oh Fyering his brothers nakedneſs ; however, I 
:& Elwent to bid Mr. Coppinger (hnc up his ſhop, be- 
op; {ng very much tronbled all chat night about 1f, 
om ſend he anſwered me, that if he ſhould ſharup 
ath ſhop, be ſhonld be acconnred broke, which 
all, world be 2 ſcandal co his profeſſions & farrter 
ing ihe told me, thache was nnder ſome promiies 
re- [\which he was ro perform relating to his erade: 
he |/however, he cold me he wonld do no work 
on | but what was of neceflity co fulfil fits promite ; 
2n- 'W cave the like charge to his ſervants alio, 


en Mr. lves. < 
ne,4 \ What if 2X47, Coppinger had made a promite 
re? tO 


& = 
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co murder or worſhip an Ido], ſhonld he have 
broken: lieſe laws zo keep his promiſe ? in like 
manner, if working nyon the Saturday <ſabbuth 
be a breach of a moral law, as he ſaich It 1:3then 
there is noreaſon why his promiie ſhould ab-Þ , 
ſolve him 1nthe one, racher theg in the orher; 
and truly, after this rare, 1t 15 an cafe matte 
foraman to make promiſes, and thereby (i 
this kind of arguing be good ) abſoive himſelf 
from obeying any moral precept. And where 
. Tillam faith, he went ro Mr, Coppinger tht 
piohc beioresto defire him ro ſhut np his ſho! 
the next day ; Ianſwer, that what Mr, Tilla 
did aft<r we partedthat nighi,l cannortell;bu 
thts I know, that be allowed him che liberr 
of opening ſhop that nizht, when we were iÞ |e 
CO! npany coverhe r. And whereas CAMr. Tila t& 
ſ:ttb, char his conſcience was tronbled all nib! 
about Mr. (oppingers opening hi« ſhop. 1r ſerm ; 
chen they were not azreed in rh<ir conſcic 
concerning thematter of opening and not ope 
ninz upon their ſabbath- day, 7 3 
Mr. _ \ 

I have thewn,chat the Iaw (or ive leventh-(if) | 
Sabbath 13 Bot a more! law, becauſe there ctr 
be no moral neceſſi-y co break a m yo] law ul 
there may be a moral neceſſity, by Mr, Till-»P 
and Mr,Copyingers own couF: Mr ! and practi's, 
to break the {eventh-day Sabbath : Therefer 
the Law forthe fey2nti- day Sabbach cann,| 


Þ1s 


on i 2 8a=—= 
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Ve be a morallaw. Inow . to ſhew, that 

Kel as che ſeventh-day ſabbath 15 netin force by 

th any moral law, or law w:it in the her ; ſoin 

08 che next place, [ ſhall prove it is not 19 force by 

b-fl the Law of 21oſes ; which I thus do. 

IB Thoſe which had nor Moſes Law to command 

ay chem, were not bound by ſes Law to keep 

(1 | the ſeventt-day *abvath, 

ef Bnt the bzlceving Gentiles had nor 7/:ſes 

ca /awto commant item. 

4. Ergo) The beleeving Gent!! — TE JOT 

10 bound by /foſcs law to keep the feventh-day 

la Sabbarh, 

bu Mr. Coppinger. 

2% I'ceny your Mior. and do lay, chat the be- 

' i leevin? Genciles had 2oſes Law co command 

14Y chem, 

Mat CHY, 1065. 

<7 If che belcevinz Gentiles had Afofes /aw tO 

"Ce command them, then rhe unbelceving (zen 

7 tiles fiad 779ſe; /aw to command them alſo, 

! Butthe nnbele2:ing Gentiles had not ſoſes 

| law to command them, 
| 


Ergo, The belceving Gentiles had not Moſes 
law wo commard chem. 
Mr, Coppinger, 
I deny both M:jor and Minor» and put you 
iy ro prove borh. 
tory Mr, lves, 
will Fick, The Conisquence of tne Major 1s 
Mo 200d z 
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206d, becauſe according ro your opinion and 
confeſſion, the beleeving Gentiles are bonndYo 
ro obey the /aw of Moſes, by the law in nature;Fir 
if ſo, then the unbeleeving Gentiles are boungdF] 
by the Law in Nature alſo, becauſe the Lav offFc 
Nature is the ſame to the unbeleever in reſpe4/Jjat 
of che power of it, as it is to the beleever, [IL 
And the Minor I prove ( viz.) that the una 
beleeving Gentiles have nor Moſes /aw tofn 
command them ; and this 1 do by the words offfic 
the Text, Rom, 2. 14, the Gentiles which 
HAVE NOT THE LAW, &c bl 
Whence 1 argue, 

That it was either the /aw of Moſes, or the lavh 
of Nacnre which che Text faith che Gentiles: 


b 


had nor, if 
Bur it was not the /aw of Nature. O 
Ergo, It was the Law of Moſes. pf 


Now ic 13 manife{t that they were not with-P3h 
our the Law of Nature : for the Text ſaich 
That wu written in their hearts, ver. 15. there- | 


fore my Arcument is proved, that the law they}: 
were without was the Law of Moſes;and there} 
fore by Moſes Law they conld not be comman-| W 


ded to keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath, Js 
Mr. ( oppinger, " 
v 


I do diltisguiſh of the Law of Moſes, as i 
was written and enwriten, Now though the 
Gentiles had nct Moſes Law in writingsyet they | 2. 
had it nnwritten : 4 that it doth rot _—_ pe 

E. 
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ad Jbecanſe the text ſaith,  Semiler were with- 
ndJont Moſes Law, that therefore they had ir nor 
re:YFin apy ſence; for they bad the ſame Law the 
ndſ} Jews had ,only they had it nor in writing : as 
 offFor inſtance, the Records of the Law are e kept 
eat Lowdon, is not Nork therefore under the ſame 
JLaw ? But (uppoſe we ſhonld read the Texr 
an-[Jas Mr, Ives notions it, that the Gentiles had 
roſhnot the Law of ſes, wonld it not be ridicu- 
 offlons ? and further, this Law in the {ſecond of 
chRthe Romans, 1s the Law that all were to be 
be judged by at the day of jadgment, ver. 27, 
hich is one and the ſame Law ſpoken of 
hroughout che whole (haptey, Therefore the 
aw written inthe wan, and the Law upon 
Tables of None, are all one andthe lame Law ; 
0 that they ( viz, the Gentiles ) bad the Law 
pf Moſes vnrritten, thongh not writter ; and 


h-[tberefore your Argument is not proved from 
ch,Þthe Text, 


A 
les 


[e-F. ar. Tyes. Rr) 
Ee) | Mr. (oppingers Anſwer had been good, if 
re-Fhe had ſhewn us by the Scriprere that chere 


n- 4 a Moſaical Law nnwriceen ; which I think 
a conceit that che whole world i is a ſfiranger 
10, ard if Mr. Coppinger cannor do this, his An- 
Fl; {wer is no aſwer, 
bel Burt ſecondly; that che Law of Natvre, Row. 
ey | 2.15 ror the Moſaical Law as he imagineth, ap. 
w,| pears, becauſe ther the Holy Gheſt ks 
need- 


[1.26] | 
needleſs ditinAion,of baving a Lawgand not ha-ff,} 
viog a L2w ; and of being under tbe Law, and fc 
withour the Law, if there were ro more diffe- 
rence then there 1s between Loxdeox and York, 

For thoſe that live a: Yik are ttnder the writ, 
ten Law of En-land, though thiſe Laws are recor* 
dea at London - becanſe Proclamations are writ- 
ten and ſent down and poſted intheir market places; 
fo that the diſtinfticn is not male good by the ſimi-| 
lindes for Y ork is as iruly under the written law, 
as London, and in no ſence can be [1id to be 
with:ut law; ond ſo were all the cities of Tudea, 
though at a diſtance _ roms | ernſalem, under the 
wriiten law of Moies, becanſe they were to have 
Copies of th: [aw in every City by Gods Appointment, 
robe read amorg them, But the Gentiles are 
therefore ſaid to l:ve without the law, becanſe they 
had not the (aw of Mo'es «+ which diſtint! ion would 
be vain, if whatſoever was written 1a Moſes law ii 
tables of ſlave; was writ in the hearts of the Geir: 
tiles alſo ; frr then in no ſex:je iley could be ſaid t: 
be without the !aw, and vot uider the Low, 

And whereas you tay the ſeriſe of the TextÞþ 
13 not £009 as I nocton it, you might as weil 
ſay theſenſe of the Text was rot 00d as rie 
Apoitle notions it 3 for I faid no more in 
my Arenmem,then the Apnitle faid in the text; 
( viz.) That the Gentiles were without law, 

And lafily, wh-reas you fey, this Law that | 
the Gen: !ies lived nnder 1s Moſes law, becau's F lis 


{1 


4:1 
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a]l were to he judged by ir ; 1 anſwer, that the 
Jcontrary is met rene, as 2ppea rs by coo'ulting 
-Mhe ext, For the Text doth diltingnifh the 
þ law of Nature from rhe law of @470/es, becanſe 
hat every body ſhi] not be judged by the Jews 
Waw,bur chem chat finned wichcur the law ſha] 
be jadged WITHOUT the law : whence I 
5; argue ,that if the Low of Moſes be {o differen» 
Iced, that God will not judge every bedy by ir, 


v[chen the difference 13 more then 1n the meer 
be writing and tranicribing of it : Bur the law of 


oſes is (o different, that God will not jndge 
very body by ir, Ergo, the difterence is more 
hen a meer writing and tranſcribing of it. 
ik As fore xample;Mr.C Coppinger told ws but now, 
re What there was 6 more difference between the Jews 
\ving under the law, the Gentiles living without 
the law then there i; between the people that live at 
ork aud London iſ the aifſerence be no greater 
us he would make ns beleeve, how coms 3t to paſs 
that at York, the people are judged by t! e ſame 
LY a we are judged by ar London ? and yet the 
x |Apoſie | ſaith, YhexGentiles that lived withour 
*1! Fthe 1zw, (hall be jaoged withour the law ;which 
ae | plainly mavifeſts bot) & formal and a material diffes 
! EF rence between the /aw of Moſes and the law written 
 Þ:3 the heart, 
Nir.C 0Þ9; uger. 
Th Now 7 will ſhow, thar the difference deth 
2 Fiz cnely in wriving, Re 2,2 6,27, WHETE It 13 
laid, 
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ſaid, If the Gentiles in uncircumcifion keep the 
Righreouſneſs of che Law , that his Uncircum- 
cifion ſhould be counted for Circtmcifion; And 
ſhall not uncircumciſion which is by Nature if 
it fulfil the Law , judge thee , who by the letter 
and circamcifion do!t cranſoreſs the Law? Now 
how could che Gentiles uncircumcifion be ac- 
counted for circumciſion, if he kept the Righte- 
ouſneſs of the Law, if chis Law were nor the 
Law of Moſes? 

*AAcain, the Diffzrence is made in the word 
Letter, (O thar the fanlt of the Jews 1s the great- 
er, in that they deſpiſe the Law, becaule it i; 
ſent by two Mcfſengers from God unto them, 
both in writing,and otherwiſe planting ic in the 
hearcs; ſothat the difference 15 oppoſed 1n the 
word Letter, : 


? 
} 


b 
1 
b 


Mr, /ves. 

Mr, Coppinger ſaith , the difference betweet 
the Law of Moſes and Nature 1s Oppoſed 1 
the word Letter : if (o, then he bath confured 
bimſelf, for that they cannot be the ſame,if they 
are oppolied one to the others 

But ſecondly, the Law of Moſes is contri 
ditin& from the Law of Nature, as appears by 
that rexr, i Core 9, 20, 21, Where the Apolile 
faichy. Thar to them char were without the Law, 

2 was as without Law, 


De 


PP 
h 
a1 
f 
a1 

2 
Dec 


Le a nia i 
- 


rw 
_ 


Now what could the Apoſtle do in a way of com-Þy1r 


plyance to make the Jews believe that he was - 
with} 
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without the Law , and to A the Gentiles think 
he was under the Law, if the Law of the one was 
wo way differing from the other but in writing 7 
Then they comld not be diſtinguiſhed by Aftions : 
but that the Jews were diſtinguiſhed ſrom the Gen+ 
tiles by their different Laws, i; plains in that Paul 
lid blame Peters for compelling the Gentiles to live 
u dothe Jews. 
Bor I ſhail further prove by reaſon, thar the 

Law of Nature cannot be the ſame with the 
aw of cMoſes, becanſe that which 1s called 
he Law of Moſes, where-ever ic 15 mention- 
d, itis always underſtood of rhe whole Law, 
s well the Ceremonial as the Moral , which I 
iope Mr, Coppinger will not fay was all of it 

ricten in the Tables of the Genriles hearts : 
nd this appears by the Text mentioned by 

r. Coppinger , Johd 7, 23, the Jews did cir- 
unciſe a manthat the Law of ſes might not 
de broken. Mr, Coppinger- 

Mr. Ives ſaith , That the Moſaical Law is 
dppoſed to the Law of Nature, 1 Cor. 9, 21. 

here the Apoſile ſaith , He was under the 


k aw ro them that were under the Law, and 
[a 
| 


ithour Law to them that were without Law. 


DVI anſwer, That the Apoltle conld not make a 
"Fifference berween believing Jews under che 


W, 


mW- 


Þecauſe that the Gentiles were under EVERY 
Þirt and parcel cf the Law of Moſes, as ap- 
- K pears 
f 8 


aw, and beli-vino Gentiles withour the Law 


(130) * 
pears Gal.z. fs many 4s are under the Law, ar; 
wader the enrſe ; and the Gentiles were redee- þ 
med from the Curſe of the Law, Gal 4.8, AndÞ 
could rhe Law cutſe them that were not under 
it? I ſhall therefore ſhew by & by that this Lay 
which the Gentiles were nnder,was the whole 
Lew of Moſes, | 


Mr, Ives. ; 

I anſwer , That the Gentiles that had a Lay 
writ incheir hearts, were under the curſe, an 
nexed to the breach of that Law ; and ther: 
fore Chrilt came to redeem thei from the curt 
of it : But doth it follow, that becanſe Chril 
came to redeem the Gentiles from the curſe rd 
the Law, that therefore the Gentiles lived un 
der ALI, che Law, and every part and parcel 9 
the Law of /7oſes, and were in danger to ſuffi 
all che penalties and curſes dne to che tran! 
oreflion of the Law of 1oſes ? 

Bui ſecoradly , among the Gentiles there |! 
ved many Jews > as the Apolile ſatthinthetÞ d 
piiile 1o the Romans, chap. 2, Behold, thou a a1 
called a Jew, &C. and yet they lived among th! b 
Gentiles who were Romans: ſoin like mann L 
amorg the Galatians iived many Jews, a3 2}Þ: 
pears by Peters compelling the Gentiies 
liveas do the jews, Ga/.2, And again, iti! th 
faid, Ga! 4, That the child differeth yothing ſvn ci 
a jervaxt,%c, Which mult needs be meant OÞ cy 
the Jews: Sothar Chriit redeemed rhe ienf 

£xct 


- 
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from the curſe of their Law , and the Gentiles 
| from the curſe of their Law : bur this doth nor 
4} prove, that becauſe Chriſt redeemed both from 
© che curſe, that cherefore both Jew and Gentile 
wk lived all under one and the {ame Law. And 
eff this is further proved by the Apolile, Gal. 5. 
| when he (alith, mhoſoever is cirenmciſed , us 4 
' debter todo the whole Law, 
YH Whence | argue: - | 
Thar if the Law of Nature_had bound the 
Genriles to keep all rhe Law of Moſes, 
then they bad been.indebred to the whole 
Law of ſes without Circumciſion, 
Bur the Genxiles were not indebted to the 


un whole Law of Moſes without Circum- 

| of cilion, * 

fl Ergo, the Law of Nature did not bind che 

Th Gentiles co obſerve che whole Law of 
MH: ſes, 


: If From all which ir is plaio, thac che Apoſtle 
ce doth diliinzviſh between the Law. of the Jews 
0} 20d the Law of the Gentiles, and the curſe of 
thF! both according ro the breach of choſe differenc 
wF Laws they lived under. 

pF" Mr, Coppinger, 

5 if} Whereas yon talk of Circomcifion , I fay 
iv that Chriſt bach ſer ns at libercy from Circum- 
ſry cifion,, 2nd cherefore we ought not co be cir- 
27 oP cumciied, 

en 

741 K 2 | Mr, 
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Mr. Ives, 


But Chriſt hath redeemed none from the | 
Law of Nature; which ſhews plainly that the | 
whole Law of cCMoſes was not writ in the | 


hearts of the Gentiles, 


Bur ſecondly, if Chriſt hath redeemed the | 


Gentiles from che Law of Natnrexhen though 
your ſeventh-day Sabbath were writ in the Law 


of Nature , yer the Gentiles were not bound [7 


unto Ir. 


And laltly, your anſwer was, That the Gen-| 


tiles were bonnd toall the Ceremonies of the 
Moſaical Laws; which I have diſproved, by 


ſhewing chat the Gentiles were bound co the Þ 
Law of Ceremonies by the Obligation of Cicr-F 


cumciſfion, and nor by the light of Nature, 
Mr. ( oppinger. 

I do ſay, That the Gentiles were under all 
the Ceremonial Laws, as well as nnder all the 
Moral Laws, even by the Law writ in the heart, 
even all the Law, all Sacrifices, every bir and e- 
very thing : Gals 3. 13. Chriſt hath redeemed ut 
&c. and Gal.q. He hath redeemed them that wer: 
#nder the Law, %c, Meaning Gentiles as wel, 


as Jews. Now that this was the whole Lanſ. 


of Moſes, in that the ſame ipitix wrir the ſame 
thipgs in the hearts of the Gentiles that the 
Angel did command npon monnt S;za;. Avain, 
the Apolile ſpeaking of the Law, ſzith, The mar 
that doth them ſhall live in them, Gal, 3.12. & 

£215 


a. th 


; , [13 
2 chis acreeth Row, 10, So that all Moſes law was 
7 the ſame with che law written 1n the heart, and 
was for Jews and Gentiles indifferently, rhe 
7 one for both people as well as the other : for 
1 God intended that the Tables of ſtone ſhonld 
7 be kept inthe hand of /ſrae/zand from thence it 
was to be conyzyed to others, Romans the 
7 9th and 4th, | 
| o Mr, Ives. . 
1 TI need make no furcher anſwer then to ſay, 
That Chriiit was made nnder che Law to redeem 
them that were under the Law , thar 1s, choſe 
that are nnder the law of Nature, from the 
curſe thereof ; and them tha: are under the law 
of cloſes, from the curſe due to rhe Tran(- 
orefſions thereof ; and not to redeem the Gen- 
tiles from the curſe due to the trarſgreſſion of 
the law of c1/oſes, which they are expreſly ſaid 
not to be nnder, 

Secondly , that the Gentiles by the light of 
Nature were not under the wholeLav of Moſes 
is clear,in that ſome lived in terra incoonita,and 
alſo in the Ancipodes : and befid=s,the rex: l2ich 
plainly , that the Gentiles were not under tae 
law, and I mnſt flick to that, what ever you ſay, 
naleſs you ſpoke more realon: and it. 18 ftravge 
to me,thar this ſhon]d nor be diſcerned , thar a 
perſon may be redeemed from the puniſhmenc 
du2 ro him for cranſerefling the Laws of the 
King of Spain, and another may herreceemed 

K 3 tom 
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[134 | 
4 fromthe pnniſhmenr due co him for tranſereſ< | 
"oh fing the laws of England, and after this it may |{ 
be ſaid of them both , that they are redeemed | 
from the curſe of che law : but would it reaſona- | 
bly follow from thencezthart they both lived nn- 
der one and the ſame Law, inall points ?1n like 
manner it doth not follow, that becauſe Chriſt 
hath redeemed both Jews and Gentiles from 
the curſe of the law, that therefore they both 
lived under one law in all reſpe&s, as Mr. (vp: 
pinger 1magineth. 
h Mr. Coppimper. 

Now f will prove that the whole world by 
the light of Natnre, were under the whole law 
both of Sacrifices and Ceremonies, Gal. 3, 11, 
No man # juſtified by the Law in the ſight of God, 
here the Apolile means the whole Ceremonia| 
law, as appears Heb.1 4-10, fo 

ſ, I'ves, 

I demanded your Anſwer o that queſtion, 
whether the Antipodes were under all che Ce- 
remonies of Moſes laws and the people th2:Þ /* 
Were in terra incognita; and to this you have 17:d 
nothing , but alledvged a text to prove, 1nlie1d 
of anſwering, which doth not {ſpeaka word 11 
your purpoſe, viz, That the Gentiles are bourd 
by the law written in the heart to keep the] ;. 
whole law of Moſes, even all the Ceremoni®; 
25 well as Morals; which you are forced noo", 
toelcape the dint of my Aroument, which was 

10 
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" ] 
r. ito ſhew yon that Moſer law did not require the 
y IGentiles co keep the ſeyenth-day labbath , be- 
q | aule the Genclles did not live under it, bur 
. [wichour it, as divers texts cell us plainly, 
a | There are three notable things to be obſerved is 
r, Coppingers anſwer to this Argument : 
nd Firſt, that bets ſorced to confeſs in words at 
ength,that all the Ceremonies of the Moſaical Law 
wire writ in th: heart. 
1 Secondly, that this was a force put to ſave his 
rredit, appears , becauſe in his ar(wer to My lves 
Wis firſt Argument, but two hours before, or theres 
bouts, be plainly denyed that whreh this Argu- 
ent forceth him to confeſs : for when he to!d My. 
ves that the Nations were ſaid to be coſt ont be- 
cauſe they dia not keep all i fraels Lows, Mr. Ives 
aid ask him, whether the Nations were caſt out 
for not keeping circumciſion, and other of the Jews 
ceremonies? And when he ſaw that this Abſmr« 
dity was like to fall upon him , he told uw, 14 
though the Nations were to keep all Iſrael; Statmes, 
a | yet ( ſaith he) they were not to keep their cerenar- 
-1þ nies, Sothat thouoh he denyea this in his A [wer 
fy to the firſt Argument, as any one may [ee that lnoks 
\ | back rot, yet heve he doth coxfeſs it over and ew'r, 
oy that the Nations by the light of Nature were to keep 
| every bit and parcel ( for thoſe are his words) of the 
Ceremonial Law of Moles, as well as the 770- 
ral. And, 
Thirdly, It is obſervable, that a little be/ore , in 
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atext in the ninth of the Ro: | 
mangs,to prov ews had the tables of ftow | 
given them to onely far themſelves , bu Þ 
that they might convey the things therein require 
wrnto the world, Now what need was there for |. 
rael to convey the knowledge of their Laws writ is 
gables of ſtone to the world, if what he hath ſaid il 
this while be truegviz.that there was no difference! 
for the very ſame Law ( ſaith he ) which waiii 
the Jews tables of ſtone , was in the tables of thi 
Gentiles hearts,ſave that one had it written,axd thi 
other had not. | | 
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Mr. Ives, 

If believing Gentiles are bound to keep th: 
ſeventh-day Sabbath, then they are boun(F 
to efteem one day above another, 

Bur believing Gentiles are nor bound toe 
fteem one day above another, 

Eygo, believing Gentiles are not bound co 
keep the ſeventh-day Sabbath. 

Mr, Coppinger, 
I deny the Minor : believing Gentiles at: 
bonnd to efleem one day above anorher, 
Mr. Ives. 
I prove the Minor thus : 

If there is an Apoſiolical Toleration to e: 
ſteem one day above another,or every day 
as one is perſwaded, then believing Ger: 
tiles are not bonnd co eſteem one day # 


bove anorher. 
But 
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But there is ſuch 2 Toleration” Rom, 14-5» 
Ergo, 
. Mr. Coppinger. 

The Rrength of Mr. [ves his Argument lyeth 
in the univerſality of the terms every day ; and 
cherefore I ſhall ſhew that this general cerm 
onghe to. be reſtrained, 

As for inſtance : There ſeems to be as ge- 
neral a toleration given for the eatipg of all 
things; and yer Mc. Ives belieyerh eating of 
blood, and things (irangled, and mears cffered 


ſeventh-day ſabbath co be excepred,when there 
is acoleration given to obſerve exery day, a 


' like. And 


Secondly,if every man may walk as he is per- 
ſ{waded, then he may keep the ſeventh-day (ab- 
bath if he be ſo perſwaded, 

Mr. 1ves, 

I anſwer to the alt firt: That alchongh I do 
not deny thoſe the liberty that obſerve the ſe- 
venth-day ſabbaca ; yer in as much as they con- 
demn others,and charge others with (in for not 
obſerving it z that 1s their fault”: for itis not a 
mang perſwaſion of rhe truth of aching, char 
will make ic my dury ; which 1s the onely point 
if hand, viz, noc what 1s 2 liberey, bot what is 8 
dnty, 

Bur ſecondly, whereas Mr. Coppriyger ſaith 
Thar all days may be reſtrained , becaule all 
things 
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things are reſtrained by rhe Holy Ghoſt, and 
therefore we may nor ear all things, 

I anſwer, That if Mr, Coppinger can aſhone as 
g00d an exception againlt the term every day, as 
I can againſt his general rerm every thing, 1 hall Þ 
ſay chis Argument 1s anſwered. Now I will 
ſhew you; that when the Apolile tells ns that 
we may eat all things, the Holy Gho{t puts a 
refrainchere,andrells ns, That mears offered | 
in ſacrifice to an Idol, rogerther with blood anc 
things {trangled, tre excepted, ana may nor be 
eaten, 25 appears At.15. compared with AF. 
21, Now if the Holy Gho't had ſaid inthe 
Caſe of aays, You may keep every day alike ex- 
cept the ſeventh day ſabbath, then there had 
been ſomewhatin your inſtance, orherwiſe the 
mance confirms che Arguments | 
Mr. ( oppinger: [ 

Here the &polile doch refer the Ovſervation F, 
of dzys toifleir own mind, ard ſv he dothÞ, 
the eating off all rhings; therefore Mr, /25Þ 
hath done my work for me, by aſhgning eAtt |, 
15. where llood , and rhings Rirangled, and 
it10gs offerey to ldols, areexcepteds If then, 
! ſheiv that hc (eventh- day ſabbath is as ex: 
preil; and particularly excepted, Þ bave aniwe- ||, 
red his Argument\þy his own confeſſion : and 
that it is excepred\ you may ce tn ] am, 2, and 
CMit,5.171 8. 
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Mr. Ives, _ 
Thar which you promiſed, was, That you 
ould ſhew as particular an exception of the 
eventh=Jday ſabbath ont of every day, as I had 
all YJhewn yon againſt eating all chings ; and iniiead 
Mhereof, you afſigne me tro general texts, 
here the whole Law, and every jot and :ttle 
51 Hof the Law is required to be kept and obſer- 
red Þ ed: both which texts have been denyedto 
poclude the ſeventh-day fabbarh to be in force, 
Ibecauſe coff:ring of ſzcrifices is required In the 
ſth of Marthew,as well as other ihings; where 
arit bids thoſe ro whem he prezched, to £0 
and be reconciledto their brother, and rhen 
1d Foome and offer thoir oifr; which Law 15 Let 
bindivy ro the believers in theſe days, 

Brut: us it not ſtr ange that a man in his right wits 
ſhould tell ws , That he would aſſione 4 text where 
the ſabbath WAX excepted ot of this word every 
day, in as expreſs terms as blood and things firarngs 
PN d are excepted out of every thing ? ard irſi22d of 
a particular exception , he produceth two general 
texts that have not the leaſt word of a Sabbath in 
el} them: but doth »12t this leaws the Argumest un- 
-*"f arſwered? for by the ſame rule he can ſay, That 
"el the (ev2ntheday {abbath is not intended this text, 
when the Apr le ſaith, We may obſerve every day 
"| alike; 1 ſay bythe ſame rmle. ard with much 
more ſtrength of renſon, it may be devyed that the 
(bath 'f (> At. 1:4 iN thoſe general terms, All the 
Liw 
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Law, 4d the whole Law ; bat ſure I 419, that it 
WAs newer heard of, that ſuch general texts wer, 
ever called expreſs and particular exceptions a- 
gainſt 4 ven:ral term in a Syllogiſm by any that e- 


ver nnderſtood the difference between 4 particular 


#1 a general term. 
Mr. Coppinger. 

The rexts 1 named tell us that the whole 
Law is to bz obſerved, and every tittle of it, 
till ir be fulfilled, and the ſeventh-day ſabbath 
was included; therefore if any man ceach 0 
cherwiſe, he teacherh contrary to ſound Do- 
Arive, And as touching brinving olfts to the 


Altar, and offering ſacrifices, mentioned in tha 


Text Mat, 


"> 


* Ar! y:t when Mr Ives did diſpute th2 $5. che: 


aext time with My. Coppinger , he ſi, chingsChriſ | 
That Altar was aot under{iood for 4 Vte- hach falfil.Þ 


ral Altar; But ſaid ,-The Altar and the led x 
Gift ia Mar,5. was both te b: underſtood 1% and nal 


Allezoyically : and yet bere he doth confeſs led to bi; 


[ , = - L ; a 5 W, 4 . 

pr partes /A of ſuch — _ Croſs * s "i 
» [1 a oh ”7 } ” [ / 

t that _— 0 Weſh g am nNOTrt. they 

thi caded at bis death, Compare theres ſhall : 

fore thx ſay a7 with his Argument 11004 1211 remain 


th: fifth of Matthew in the arxt enfiuns As long as 
Diſpute, Heaven and 
; f Earth re* 
may, and {o mull the ſeventh-day ſabbath, nn- 
ies Mr, Ives can ſhew u54ha: ic is falfulled by 
Chrift, and thac becau'c it kai Haven and 

Ezrth for its reaſon, 
Nt, 


it it 


ol 
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Mr. [ves, 
All chis while there is no particular excepti- 


 z.$on made againſt my former Argument from the 
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Forrteenth of the Romans, as yon promiſed me ; 
bur infiead thereof, yon repzat che text 17ar,5, 
Swhence you infer, That Heaven and Earth (hall 
Ipaſs, before the law fhall paſs,rill it be fulfilled; 
of which law, the ſabbath (ſay you) mult needs 
Sea parr, What if that were granted? doth 
hat prove that all rhe law mentioned in 1at.s, 
sin force? have nor yon confefled that cfter- 
Inos mentioned inthe {ame chapter, were fnifil- 
ed and aboliſhed by Chriſt 2 which very Con- 
ſeſſion of yours, hath made the text nocapable 
to do you that ſervice for which you cires ic, 
| For how can any man ſafely conclude any parti- 
cular propoſition to be bindizg, from a general text, 
when he himſelf (hall ſay, Some things intended in 
that general text cannot be concluded from it as 
binding ? ſo that the Argument jet remains unans 
ſwered , (viz.) That believers have no tie vpon 
them by vertue of loſes law to obſerve one day 
above another ; and therefore they are noc 
tied by Moſes law to keep the leventh-day fab- 
bath 2 And thowoh we have thi freedom by Chriſt 


| from the Moſaical inſtitutions, it doth rot therefore 
. | follow (as ſome (ondly do imagine) that therefore we 


are not to ſet apart atime under the Gofþ:! ro wore 
ſip and ſerve God, Somewhat hath been Spoken to 
thy inthe former Diſpute with Mr. Tillam, and 
more 
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more ſhall be (boken in the inſuing eAppendix. B 
we proceed to the next eArgument, 

Mr; Ives, 

Becauſe Mr, { oppinger confefled, that If th | 
ſeventh-day ſabbath was fulfilled by Chriſt, a 
the Altar and Gifts, mentioned in Mat. 5. uf 
then we were not to obſerve it, otherwiſe | | 
Was tO continue; I ſhall therefore ſhew thy 
the ſcvenrh-day iabbarh is fulfilled by Chill 
thus : 

If the ſevenih-day ſabbath be a weak and 
begoerly Rudimenr, chen Chriit hach ful 
filled 1, 

Bur the ſeverth-day ſabbath is a weak ant 
begoerly Rudiments 

Ergo, Ciiriit bath fulfilled ic, 

Mr, Coppinger, 

I deny the Minor: The ſeventh day 1 nt aff 
weak and beg gerly Rediment, 

Mr. /ves. 

If allthe times corkmanded in the Law & 
Moſes are-weak and beg: zerly R RudimentsÞ 
then the ſeventh=day ſabba th is a weak andÞ 
beogerly Radiment, F 

Bur 31 che rimes comanded in the Law 
Nſoſes are weak and beegerly Rudi]; 
Mets. [ 

Ergo, ht feventi- day ſabbath is a weak and? 
beggerly Rucmenc, 


» # 
F, 
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Mr, Coppinger, 

$ Ideny the Minor: all the times commanded 

J co be obſerved in the law, are not weak andbeg. 
oerly Rudiments, Mr. 1ves, 


\, offS If there was no time commanded to be ob- 
cha ſerved 1n the Law, bat dryes, months, 
ſe | times and years, and all theſe were weak 


and begeerly Rudiments, chen all the 
times commanded 1n the law, were weak 
and beggerly Rudiments, 

But there was no timecommanded to be ob» 
ſerved in the law, bur days, months,times 
and years, ard all theſe were weak and 
beggerly Radimencs. 

Ergo, all the times comminded in the law 

were weak 2nd beggecriy Rudiments, 
| Mc, ( oppir ger. 

1;t ah 1 deny the Minor,and pnt.yon to prove, that 
rhe days, months, times and yeers thet were 
Ecommanded to be obſervedin che Law » were 

w od weak and beecerly Rudiments, 

ents Mr. 7ves, 

« andſ} This 1 ſha}l do from Gal, 4.9, 10, 11. the 

Iwords are theſe : How turn Je agatn to thoſe wiak 

w of} and beggerly R udiments, wherennto ye deſire ar 

KadieÞ 1.0442 to be in bondage ? Ne obſerve days and months, 

| and times,and yeers : 1 am afraid of you, leſt I have 

« and} veſfowed upon you labour in Vain © 

Mr, { oppirger. 

4 Theſe dayes mentioned in the Text, they 

| re 


- an 
ful 
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ON; bt 
are not the Jewiſh, bo: thi Gentile Obſer- 
vations of days, as appears by confidering the 
elghch verſe, where 3t is ſaid, They did ſervice 
to that which by nature was ot God; which mult 
needs be underttood of the Gentiles, 

Mr, lves. 

Sir, yon did but even;now tell ns, That the 
Jews and Gentiles were under one and the 
lame Law , and that the Law of Nature had al, 
the Ceremonies of rhe Jews contained in it: if 
you then ſaid true, what reaſon have you to 
imagine that the Jews might not do ſervice to 
ſuch as by matnce were not gods, even as the 
Genmiles did, fince the Genriles had, by your 
own confefſfion, one and the ſame 1aw to in- 
form chiem inthe truth) and co ſhew-them whit 
WaSerrour ? 

Bur ſecondly, the Jews did worihip tha 
which by nature was rot God, many a time and 
ofcen, and rherefore it doth not follow thi 
theſe words mult be rettrained to the Gentiles M54 
onely ; forthe Jews made them a Calf, and ſaid 
It was their gad. Exod. 32 8. 

Ard 10 this might be added I13,2. 8, 20, Mic, 
T3. I %iog.9, & 9, & 1 Kin2.1 1.2, where iti 
ſaid, that te Children of Iſrael worſhipped Aſh» 
coreth, the cod of the Zidonians, and Chemoſhſ 
the god of the Mnabires, and Milcom the codfi 
of the Children of Ammon, &c, axd a's fur 
ther ſaid, that wh:z Grd will prins them into thei 
@3W! 
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wy Land , and convert thens to the knowledge of 
briſt,that he will cleayſe them from all therr Idols, 
zekiel 36,25. 37, 23, - By which it appears, 
bat the Apeſt les ſaying» They did ſervice to thar 
hich by nature was not God,doth wot prove this 
ken of Gentiles onely , ſince that the 1dolairy of 
Jews was one great cauſe of Gods ſcattering 
f them among the heathen as at this day. 

Mr. Coppinger. wits 
Theſe days which the Apoſtle ſpeaks of , 
ere the Gentiles dayes, which they did eb- 
rve 1n imitation of the Jews, as the Yown had 
Table of che Lord, and the Gentiles had a 
able of Devils. 


Mr. I'ves. 
| If you conſalr the rext, together with whar 
ith been ſaid in my former Reply, you will 
pde that this was ſpoken of the Jews, and the 
wiſh Rudiments , from which Chrilt came 
redeem them, 2s appears Ga1.4.34. 
Secondly, becayle they were ſuch Rudiments 
der which the Jews were co continue till 
etime appointed of the Father, Ga/.4.1 >2, 
5. Mow the Father never appointed any of rhe 
it i entiles Idolatrons Rudiments ; nenher did 
{h-Wod appoint any time for che Gentiles ro con- 
oh Fbus in them ; therefore theſe could nor be 
200 he Idolarrons Rudimenrs of the Gentiles. 

fur Thirdly , they are complained of for obſerving 
rears ; which clearly (hews that it doth not relate 
ow!" L '9 
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to the ſuperſtitions times of the Gentiles, but to1|, 
times that were commanded of the Jews in the Li 
of Moſes: for it was never heard ofythat any Ny 
1101 in the world did obſerve yearsgbeſides thee; 
who indeed were to keep the ſeventh year , and: 
Jubilee year, ſacred , and not to do any work | 
them. 

Fourthly and laſtly , the whole ſcope of thu 
piſtle to the Galatians, to reclaim the Jews fi 
Turning back to the Moſaical Rudiments of 
Law, whz did not onely Judaize themſelves , | 
wourla have compelled the believil 'g Gentiles to] 
daize alſo : as appears by Pauls blaming Peter 
ſo doing, Gal,2.14. and therefore he cautions th 
not to be entangled again with the yoke of bond 
chap. 5.verſ.1, Which is the bondage of the 111i 
cal Law , as appears ver(.2, and the ſame bow 
which he feared they were turning to in the 
ſerving days, moneths, times and years» as an) 
”74) ſee that compareth the exphth and ninth v; 
of the fourth of the Galatians. I 

Mr, Coppinger. ef 

The Apoſtle doth derteR them for obſervi 
che Rndiments of the world, as oppoſed 
chem of the Church of God: and this was 
the time that they knew not God , when thor 
choſe juch days as he did nor appoint. Jen 

Secondly, the Ordinances of the Law wiſh 
clorious ; therefore hecould not relate to thQY«/, 
when he ſpeaks of beggerl y Elements. Mo, 
ThicdPrd 


| 
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oY Thirdly he labours co perſwade them from 
LiiSfuch Idolatrous times, le(t his labour had been 
in vain in drawing them from their Idols, 
ef} Fourthly, Theſe Galatians being under a 
difFirong temptation io che bondage of the Law, 
rk 0d Pasx/ baying confured them by telling of 
Sbem chac then chey mult be circumciſed, which 
4 ndeed was nſcleſs, hereupon they are ready to 
urn to their own heatheniſh Idolarry again, as 
f iWhe Apoſtle feared. 
Mr, 1ves, 
20/08 1 have aſſigned ſeveral reaſons why theſe 
erMimes could not relate to rhe ſuperſticious times 
; 118df the Gentiles ; co which you bave anſwered 
1d4F0r a word : but in the ſtead thereof , endea- 
{Four co prove that theſe were ſpoke of Gen- 
ile Rudiments. 
Firſt , you ſay they muſt be pentile Rudiments, 
11 Wecanſe they are called the Rudimnents of the world, 
9:4 oppoſed to the Rudimznts of Gods Church, 1 
auſwer, that this proves not arainſ me, but your 
ſelf; for the Jewiſh Laws were called the Ruds” 
ervifÞents of the world, Gal.chap.4,verſ.3. which they 
ſed Were to continue under, as children under tutors, 
was Wl the time appointed of the Father. eA:d you 
n thor [elf told ws, That thoſe Rudiments of the 
ews were commanded ard oven incharge to all 
r wiltpe world, thongh zow .you ſeem to deny it, A- 
) cheYfeir, your ſay the Ordinances of the Law were glo- 
iow; therefore they conl!d not be called beggerly 
nicdWrd weak. ITaniwers L. 2 Firſt, 
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Firſt, though they _ glorious, yet now Chrit fl, 
zs come, that glory is no glory tm compariſon y as ar; 
pears 2 Cor,3.9,10. 

Secondly, the Apoſtle ſaith, that the glory ther | 
of was done away ; and therefore they are weak. | 

Thirdly, the Author to the Hebrews calleth tf | 
({ ommandments and Rudiments of the Law, we "ty 
and unprofitable, which is all one with weak, au 
beggerly . even As 4a man that is weak and bevel [8 
z5 not able to do any thing to profit z even ſo 
eAnthor to the Hebrews phraſeth it 4 11 ſayin ; 
That there was a Sifnoulling of the Command, 
[Kent going before, for the weakneſs and m 
profirableneſs thereof, r 

And whereas you ſay the Apoſtle Iaboxrs 
araw them from Idolatrous times and not Jewi 
I have in the former Reply given anſwer to thi . 
by ſhewing that this Notion i contrary to the ſcy 
4 the whole Epiſtle : aud whereas you (a) iWny 

Galatians were under a ſtrong temptation to ifs 
bondage of the Law , and the Apoſ#1: having cuſp; 
tured that opinion , they preſently run back, to thriFffor 
' ther extream of heatheniſh 1dolatry: 1 arſwergh * 
this conceit ſuppoſeth two Epiſtles to the Galetin' 
for if convittion from | udaiſm had been the jrlþ 
of one Epiſele turning them from the other extr:u 
of Idolatry muſt be the fruit of another Epiſt (1 | 
canſe that which was written to remove th ems col 
of Jrudarſm, could not at the ſame tire comp! x 
of their going to the ather extream of Gentiii/n:: 
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as 1 have ſaid, this Notion muſt be caſt out as a 
arFitranger in the houſe of this Epiſtle » unleſs c Atv. 

{Coppinger c4» find another Epiſtle to the Galati- 
'1:Fans to entertain itin ; therefore it i; evident, that 
& | heſe days, moneths , times and years, were the 
Wo imes the Jews were ts obſerve inthe Law among 
elf phich the ſeventh-day ſabbath was included , as 
ball be ſhewn more particularly in the enſnting Ap» 
e1Bherdix, 
thi Mr, Coppinger. 
"WW If the times here called weak and beggerly, 
n(Vhe the keatheniſh times, then I have ſaid ſome- 
wEthing co your Arcument, for all you lay iris nor 
i ni\weres, 
s Ar. Ives. 
wiki I do confeſs you have ſaid ſomething, bur to 
thiSyhar parpoſe,l ſhall leave the people to judge ; 
[cyhnd if it do appear thac they were the Rudi- 
' "Fnents of the Law that the Chriſtians were g0- 
0'"Ing back ro-then you have nor anſwered my Ar- 
 («xFpument, whatever you have ſaid : 1 ſhall there- 
:Ffore leave it to the Judgment of the Audience, 
13nd proceed co another Argument, 
10'F} If the ſeventh-day ſabÞEath was a ſhadow of 
fre  goodthingsto come, the believing Gen- 
7:94 riles are nor bonnd co obſerve ir. 
-0% Bur the ſeventh-day ſabbath was a ſhadow 
7: f% of good thinzs to come. 
3)4Þ Ergoghe believing Gentiles are not bonnd to 
obſerye the ſeyentheday ſabbath, 

L 3 Mr, 
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Mr, ( opptug er. 
I deny the Minor ; the ae day abbuilf 
Was not \alled a ſhadow of things to come, þ 
1 


Mr. 1ves. 

The text in the ſecond of the Co/. 16 & 1jþ 
verſes, proves it, where the Apoſtle ſaith, Tix 
ſabbath days were ſhadows of good chings Go | 
come, 


Mr, Coppinper, 

The Apoſtle doth not ſay ſabbath days ; tif 

word days is put in by the Tranſlators , andif 
ought to be read [abbaths. 
- Mr. ves. a 
I ſhall prove that the Tranflators did we. 
co put in that ſupplement, by ſhewiog char ti: 
Apoltle intends ſabbath days. My firlt Arg 
ment 1s this : 

Whereloever the word /abbath is put with 
our reference tO {uch and ſuch fabbatisF 
there the ſeventh-day ſabbath is alwasF 
intended or included, 

But here 1 1s (o put. Ergo. | 

As for inſtance, when the Scripture ſpeaks of 

the Jews feſtivalſabbath,or their yearly ſabbatÞ* 
there is ever ſome note of diltivpAion to diltin 
oniſh chem from ſabbath days ; therefore thi f 
yearlylabbathswere calledSabbathsof reſt for i} 
L AND, Levit,25-4,5,6.2Chron, 36,21. (hey / 
in2 thereby, that for thar year the Land was! 
lye ti]!, and not be plowed or ſowen, . 
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Mr. Coppinger, 

un | I deny the Minor; the werd ſabbaths dais 

. [rimes fimply pur withone reference co ſuch and 

ach ſabbaths , when the ſeventh day is veicher 
intended nor included. | 

| Mr, 1ves. 

S Pray afligne us that rexr where abbaths is ſo 

ndex(tood. 


- 7 


: Mr, Coppinger. 
I ſhall cice Eſay 1 & 13, wherethe exc faich, 
iThe new Moons and Sabbaths God conld noc 
Jaway With. 


the 
di 


Mr, Ives. 
| If yon will anſwer my Argument , you mnft 
{ſhew me that the ſeventh-day ſabbath 15 nor 1n- 
Jrended in this cext ; but Iſhall by another Ar- 
[gument make ir appetr chat ſabbath days 1s por 
ith: 'onely intended in Co/,2.16,bntin Eſayi&13 
is alſo; which I chns do x 
1} Whereloever this word [abbaths is mention- 
| ed with new moons, fea(ts and holy days, 
| _ the ſeventh-day ſabbuth is intend- 
5 000 ed. 
a+ Bri che word ſabbaths is here ſo mentioned. 
lid Therefore the ſeventh-day ſabbath 1s here 
thi intended, 
| Shew me bnc one inſtance where the word 
ent ſabbaths is joyned with new moons, and feaſts, 
«:þ and holy days, where the ſeventh- day ſabbath 
15 NOT intended , and chen I may have fome 
L 4 reaſon 


Me. 
* (it 
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| 1 [152] 
reaſon to think the Apoſtle doth not intengJ} 
the ſeventh-day ſabbath in Co/.2.16,17, and if 
you do ſo, I will give youthe caſe. 

Mr. Coppinger. 

If this were true, then the ſabbath mnt a]. 
Wzys-be joyned with new moons: bur I canfſfe 
ſhew you ſabbach mentioned withont new 
moons » that exclnde che ſeventh-day ſabbath ;| 
andif 1do fo, then I have put in an exception 
againſt che nniyerſalicy of your Argument, | - 

; 
Fe 


| 
> 
c 


l 


Mr. 1ves, 
If you can ſhew me ſabbaths mentioneÞ 
without new moons , It 1s not an exception a{t 
oxin{t the Argument ; for I have already ſhem, 
chat the yearly ſabbaths were mentioned with ſg 
out new moons, Again,their fealts were cal} 
ed ſabbaths, as the Jubilee and Feaſt of weeks; 
therefore I muſt rye you ro the enumeration iſ 
the texr and Argument, and do demand an infſha 
ſtance where the ſabbath is mentioned witthh 
new moons and fealts, that is not nnderioodffab 
of the ſeventh-day ſabbath. ſey 
Mr. Coppinger. ac 
There 1s In thetext an Adjun& of diftin&i-Fhe 
on> viz» Sabbaths, which are ſhadows, &c, 1] 
if Tſhonld ſay, Fetch me my books 1n ſuch! 
room, plainly diſtinguiſhing them from other 
books in other rooms : and ſotheſe ſabbaths art] the 
called a ſhadow, to diſtingniſh them from otherÞdit 
ſabbaths chat were not ſhadows. Now -= ha 
r, [Me 


[153] : 
ad Mr, [ves muſt ſhew us chat the ſevemib-day ſab- 
ifYbarh is a ſhadow of the bedy of Chrift, and1I 
ill eramc che caſe, | | 
Mr. Ives, 

al-}} Tf I prove the ſeyenth-day ſabbath a ſhadow 
anflof che Body of Chriſt, Mr, Coppixger faich he, 
ewfawill granc the caſes and he hath already granted 
n Shat the fabbacths mentioned in this text Cl, 2, 
once ſh1Gows of the Body of Chriſt z ic remains 

hen thar I prove this word Sabbaths to intend 

he ſeventh-day ſabbath , apd chen I have pro- 
Nefged that the ſeventh-day ſabbath is a ſha- 
1 4 gow, 
wit The Argument then that I have made alrea- 
{gy doth prove it ; becauſe, as I have ſaid, from 
al-{the beginning of the Bible co the end of ir, 
ks;FWhere ever ſabbaths are mentioned with new 
n ifMoons and Feats, rhere the ſeventh-day ſab- 
1 in ath is always intended : andcill Mr, Coppin» 
vitiÞger can ſhew ns a text like this of Cs/,2, where 
ood Fabbaths ismentioned wich new moons,and the 

ſeventh-day ſabbath not iatended, I have ſuſh- 
geatly proved that the ſeventh-day ſabbath is 

&-Fhere intended, 
, a5} 4 Mr. Coppinger, 
ch1}4 I made an Epicher of the diftin&ion in my 
the! trmer anſwer, by ſhewing that the ſabbaths in 
; are} the rext are called Sabbaths that are a ſhadow, to 
chetÞdiſtingniſh chem from ſabbaths that were nor 
henfnadows and that therefore it could nor be 
Mr. meant of ſabbath dayes, And 


[I54] | 
And ſecondly, I have inſtaficed 7/a, 1. 1 3,} 
where the wordSabbath 1s mentioned with ve| 
Moons; and it is not underſtood of rhe ſeventh 
day ſabbath, becau'e the work which the text 
faith was done upon thoſe ſabbaths, was con-f{ 
erary to the work of the ſeventh-day ſabbaths, 
Mr, Ives. | 
As for that which you call the Epirhec of theff, 
ditinRion, though I think ir is ſcarce good 
ſence; yer I ſhall anſwer your meaning,by (hey 
ing you that che Sabbarhs in Col, 2. were nd 
called ſhadows co Diſltingniſh chem from th 
ſeventh<day Sabbath, as if that was no {hadon 
becauſe the ſeventh-day it ſelf is called a figt 
Exod,31.13., even as Circumcifion was called 
ſion, Rom.4.1 I, 
eAgpain, it doth not follow, becauſe he ſaith $ 
baths that are a ſhadow, that he excludes ſome Si 
baths that were not ſhadows, no more then when 
ſaith new Moons that are a (hadow, that he in 
hereby intimate that ſome new Mo0ns were not | 
dows to the Jews. 
And as touching the cext [ſa.1.1 3, with 
you ſay Sabbarſis are mentioned with ny 
Moons ; which could not be nadecfiood of iis 
ſabbath dayes, becauſe (fay yon) there was (Pi; 
work to be done which was contrary to iP | 
work of 2 ſabbath day, of 
F anſwer, that nothing is mentioned which iſþl, 
Jawfolly done on chaſe ſabbachs, that wa s th 
Well of 


o 
bw 


7 | (155) | 
1 3:/}rrary to thework of the ſeventh day, 
ew, Mr, ( oppinger, 
achſ} TI ſhall ſhew yon that cheſe ſabbarhs in 1ſa.1; 
ext] 13, conld not be theſabbarh days: as firlt, they 
on-fJare ſaid, /ſa, 1, to tread in Gods Courts inthe 
bs, Temple, which they did not de on the ſabbath 
q dayes,for then they mer in the Synagogne. Se- 


condly, here is all the Sacrifices and burnt-offer- 
oofyings, which they conld not offer upon the ſab+ 
nBbach dayes, 
; nol Mr, Ives. 
099 Ficft, ic doth not follow that all choſe religt- 
lonflous duties mentioned with the (abbaths, /ſa, I. 
12:Fwere to be performed npon the ſabbath dayes, 
Koy more chen the celebrations of their new 
Moons were tobe celebrated npon the ſabbath 
' #Fayes ; and therefore if the duties there men- 
 »4Mioned , conld nor be performed upon the ſab- 
eniÞÞath dayes, that doth not. prove the ſabbaths 
c i1nentioned wich new Moons in that text, doth 
t {For intend the Sabbath day, | 
: Secondly, you ſay they crod the Courts of 
vidFdGod : this youcall a work which they could 
For do upon the ſabbath dayes , becanſe you 
of May they mer in the Synagogne upon ſabbath 
$ 1Prlayes, 
0 U® Ianſwer, That David magnifies the COURTS 
of Gods houſe,while as yer there was no tem- 
-n vPple ; which ſhews that orher places wete called 
s COMhe Conrets of Gods houſe, as well as the tem- 
t1Fple, Thirdly, 


[156] | 
Thirdly, they might tread Gods Cottrts in the fo 
Temple uponthe Sabbath dayes, and therefore youll ai 
confeſſed that the prieſts in the Temple might offer|4 th 
the Sacrifice upon the ſabbath-day,and be blame le\, 
which Chriſt ſuppoſes to be their conſtart cuſtome;(1 #0! 
but I believe never any feventh-day ſabbath» keez.f 
er but My, Coppinger, ever ta»ght that it wa af 24 
work that could not be done on the Sabbath day 
for People to tread in the (ourts of Gods Tem 
ple. 

_ Again, you fay here was ALL cheir Brrot 
offerings, and ALL their Sacrifices , which you 
ſay could not be upon the ſeventh day ſabbatifF 
offered, and therefore /ſaiah conld not men{F 
the ſeventh-day ſabbath, 

I anſwer, That the texr doth not ſay all thetÞ #9» 
Sacrifices, bnt che mul: icnde of rheir Sacrifices 
and therefore you grofly abuſe the text : Jul 
asif I ſhonld ſay, Here is a mulritude of Perf} 
ple hereaflembled ; doth ic reaſonably follov 7 
from ſach a ſpeech, that ALL the People in Ex þ Pe! 
land are here aflembied? ltoc 
Mr, ( oppinger. 

The text ſpeaks of their SOLEMN Aﬀem-j 1 
blies, which was net wont to be npon heir '©f 1 
ſabbath dayes. hay 

Mr, Ives. Chr 

It dorh not follow, that becanſe rhey were} £9 t 

ſclemn Aﬀemblies.that they were ſnch Aﬀem-y YO 


blies thar conld not be upon the ſabbath days, 16, 
& tor fabb 


| [157] ., 
Y for Mr. Coppinger meets upon the ſ{eventh-day 
I fabbath, and will they ſay when they are coge- 
cher, char ic is nor a ſolemn Aſſembly? 

But if the Srbbaths mentioned 1-1, I 3, could 
[i wot be the Sabbath dayes, becauſe they had ſolemn 
Be emblies npon ity then the [eventh-day Sabbath 
$:-ar Mr. Coppinger and thoſe of bis mind aſſem- 
bles ow, 1s not the true Sabbath day, becauſe they 
have a ſolem» -ifſembly upen it, 
But 1 haveſhewed that the mentroning of theſe du* 
ties with the Sabbaths, doth nor prove they were all 
i# $0 be performed upon the Sabbath there mentioned : 
Þut however, that is moſt untryeto ſay that the ſab- 
bath mentioned Tia.1 1 37s not the Sabbath day,be- 
aule thiſe ſervices there mentioned could not be 
th Gore #pon the jabb ith days, and that thoſe religious 
of duties there mentioned were contrary to the works of 
the Sabbath day, then which nothing i more falſe, 
0 Mr. Coppinger. 
i 
| 


p 


! T have ſhzwnyou a text where ſabbatbs 1s 
| mentioned with new Moone,that is not noder- 
food of the {eventh-day {:bbath. 

Mr, 1ves, 
| Iſhall leaverhis Argument to the judgement 
ic} of the Audience and your own conſcience; I 
have ſhewn that ſabbarhs were ſhadows ct 
Chritt, and therefore nor binding 1n cthele days, 
re} £0 the believirg Gertites : I have alſo given 
n-{ 1vO reaſons wiiy the ſabbath mentioned Col. 2, 
$16,153 ro bs underood of the feventh-day 
rf labbach, The 


[158] 
The one GEM. - . the word Sabbath is a1. 
ways underſtood for the ſeventh-day fabbath,'1 i 
when it is mentioned withour teferepce tos 
their feſtival ſabbaths. 

And laſtly, I have more chiefly inlited and} 
do ſtill infilt nopon this reaſon, viz. Thar the ſe-P 
venth--day ſabbath is incended by the Apoſtle, 
in Co/,2,16. becauſe iabbath 1s there mentioned 
with new Moons and Feaſts,@c. and through. 
one the whole Bible, where-ever fabbaths i I 
mentioned with new Moons and Feaſts, thereÞ 
the ſabbath dayes are always intended ; and Y- 
therefore 1 do again call upon my Reſponden | 
either to ſay chat he cannot anſwer the Argn#} 
men, or elſe to ſhew me a text where ſabbath. 
2re mentioned with new Moons, and the 'T 
veprh-day ſabbath not intended, becauſe no 
Scripture is of a private interpretation, ke! 

Mr, Coppinger. 

I have ſhewed you /ſa.1, 13, where Sabbath} T 

is mentioned, and the ſeventh-day ſabbarh no Þ anc 

' Intended, no! 
Mr, Ives, bi 

I have ſhewed you thar the reaſons why you not 

ſo cotceive,have no weight, & that the ſeventh- 
day ſabbath is intended by the prophet ſaab}! | 
in the ſabbath mentioned with new Moons,/[a|  kee 
I.12. and therefore unleſs you will affion any all! 
other infiances to rake off the force of my Ar- 
oumenr, 7 ſhall, becauſs” rhe time and my}, $ 
Frepoiny Cee 


A. 
I 
MN 


, [159] | 7 
-F firength is very mnch ſpept , end the Diſputa- 


 Þ[ come now to give an account of the fourth 
3 ard laſt Diſpmtation, which was on the 22 of Feb, 
11658, at the place aforeſaid ; at which Diſpute 
*[14 My. Coppinger was Opponent, and Mr, Ives Re- - 
pandent : at which time and place the people bring 
aſſembled , Mr. Coppinger propounds the Q uc- 


09/ton to be diſputed on ; which take as followeth. 
t 
q- | Mr. Coppinger, 
vi X 
| T HeQueſiion to be diſputed this day,is,Whe- 
0 ther believins Gentiles are not bound to 

keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, 

Mr, Ives. 


hÞ The queſtion was laid down in general cerms, 

xt | and you have repeared it in indefivite terms ; 

pot bur that I could oppoſe it in thole terms, 

bur becauſe we have agreed upon terms, ler us 

10 þ not now 2lter them. 

b-l Mr, Coppinger. 

5b ' When I ſay, Believing Gentiles are bound to 

(a,þ | keep the ſeventh- day (abbath , my meanivg 1s, 

py} all believivg Gentiles. 

it Moderator. 

nj} Sir, then 1 prav pur in thoſe words, and pro- 
| ceed. Mr. 


[160] 
Mr, Coppinger. 
I ſay then, All believing Gentiles are bound 
ro keep the ſeventh day ſabbath, 
Mr, Ives, | 
All believingGentiles are not bound to keep 
the ſeventh day ſabbarh ; and pray prove ihey 
are, 


Mr. Coppinger. 
The fictt Argumenc I ſhall urge,1s this : 
If all believing Gemtiles are bound to ker 
the royal Law inthe ſecond of ] awes,the! 
all believing Gentiles are bound co kee) 


the ſeventh day ſabbath, Y | ah 
But all believing Gentiles are bonnd co keejk Þ) 
the royal Law !nthe (econd of ]ames, ir 


Ergo, all believing Gentiles ate bonnd vÞ 

keep the ſeventh day ſabbath, | 

Mr. [ves. f 

1 deny the conſequence of the major Propo- 

ftion : for rhongh all believers are bonnd op 

keepthe royal Law mentioned in James the it 

cond, vet they are not bound to keep theſe 

venth day ſabbath, 

Mr, ( oppinger. 

If all believing Gentiles are bound ro keep 

the royal Law in the ſecond of Jane} 

and that Law doth contain the {evcart}} 

diy ſabbath , chen a] believing Gentiles 

are bound to keep the ſeventh day lavp? 
bath, . 

BnÞ 


J 
Sl] 


'* (261) | 
But all believing Gentiles are bonnd to keep 
che royal Law | ames 2. and that Law doth 
containthe ſeventh day ſabbath, - 
Ergo, all bslieving Gentiles are bound to 
p| keep the ſeventh day ſabbarh. 
J Mr. Ives, 
{ deny the fyllogiim, becauſe yon do nor 
Tonclude that which was denyed ; for this Ar- 
[pument ſhould have concluded, that if all be- 
Jicving Gentiles are boned to keep the royal 
Law 1 the ſecond of James, that THEN ir fol» 
ows that they are bound to keep the ſeventh 
-FEay ſabbath : which was the conſequence de- 
of Þyed In che Major Propoficion of the former 
FAcoument, 


| Mr. 7 0pP15'ger 

| ff the royal Law mentioned in the ſecond 

| of Jawes be the whole of that Law which 

21 1 the Scriptnre prohiibiceth murder and 

off adultery, then the ſeventh-day fabbath 

| is one point of that Law. 

ef} Bt the royal Law mentioned in the ſecond 
' of Jamesis the whole of that Law which 

in the Scripture prohibiteth murder and 

adulcery, 


. o 
: S Ergo, the ſeventh day ſabbath is one point of 


"my that Law, 

el Mr, Ives. 

Sir, I wonder you ſhon!d pretend co diſpute 
$!looffiically, 20d yer make two Syllogims 
8 ; M that 
; 


L 


— ns 
- 


_ Tr62]: 
that concinde not the Major propoſition deny. 
ed inthe firſt Syllogiſm : however , becanſe 
would not ſpend cime about rifles, 1 ſhall} 
anſwer this Argument by denying the conſe. 
quence of the Major Propoſition ; for thougiſ 
the royal Law mentioned in the ſecond of 
James be the whole of that Law which in the 
Scriptntes prohibizeth murder and adulcery Þ 
yet it doth no: follow thac che ſeventh day fab| 
bath is a point or a part of ir,becauſe everyLaſ 
. which 1n che Scripture prohibicerh murder an 
adultery , doth not command the (eventh dy 
ſabbath, 

For murder was by the Law given to Not 
prohibited,aud ſo was adultery, and yet the ſever} 
day ſabbath was no point or part of it : ſothai 
many may keep the royal Law , which in the Sr 
pture prohibits murder and adultery , and yet 
keep the ſevemth day ſabbath ;- for all the Par F 
archs from Adam to Moſes kept that royal Ln | ” 


which in the Scriptures prohibits murder and ads - 
tery, and yet never any of them kept the ſeveni [o. 
aay ſabbath, * 


Mr, Coppinger. 

If chat Law which in che Scriptures prohid! 
cech murder and adultery, doth alſo prc/ | 
kibic che breach of che ſeventh day {a4 * 
bach , chen ic followeth char if che rovil | 
Law in the ſecend of James be the w**'t}, 
of that Law which ia che Scripture 570” 


| [163] 2 
biceth murder aud adnltery, that then the 
ſeventh-day abbath is one point of that 
| Law. 
| Bur that Law which in the Scriptures prohi- 
bireth mnrder and adnltery, doth alſo 
: prohibit the breach of che ſevenrh-day 
{ ſabbath. Ergo. 
Mr. Ives. 

If by che cerms that law, &c. you mean, e- 
14 very Law which in the - Scriptures prohibics 
3 mucder and adultery , doth alſo prohibir che 
4 breach of che ſeventh day ſabbarh,chen I deny 
$1] cheMinor,becanſe every Law which 1a the Scrt- 
I prnre prohibiceth murder and adultery , doth 
${2ot prohibit rhe breach of the ſeventh-day 
{ſabbath ; for che Scripture ſpeaks of the Law 
; [given to Noah, and the Law in Nature,and che 
$ Law of Chrift : all theſe are royal Laws , and 
Y ;do prohibic murder and adnlrery, and yer none 
4 of cheſe prohibic the breach of your ſeventh 
"day ſabbath 2 bor if by that Law, &c. you do 
not meas whatſoever Law, then I deny the 
Syllogiſm as fallacious., 
Kh Mr, (oppinger. ; 

I ſay, the whole Law is never mentioned 
where the ſeventh day ſabbath is excluded j 
| [therefore it 1s incjudes, 
| Mr. [ves. 

I deny both Antecedent and Conſequent. 
For the whole Law may be mentioned where the 
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| (164) | 7 
ſeventh day ſabbath u excluded: but if that were 
true , the conſequence doth not follow, that the ſe. 
venth day (ſabbath is included ; for the whole Lay © 
ſemetimes contains ceremonies as well as morals: ® | 
doth it therefore follow g that ceremonies are al ! 
ways included inthe word whole Law, where-eve'\ 


whole Law is mentioned , except they are excludeilYy 
't 
: \ 


in ſo many words ? | 
Mr. Coppinger, 7 
I fay , the whole Law is no where mention} 7 
ed where the ſabbath is excluded ; and do yo 1 
ſhew me where i 15, | l. 
Mr. Ives, # 
If by excluding, you mean excinding Ini} * 
many words, then I may uſher in the cerems| 7 y 
nal Laws ; for who/e Law 1s never mentione!} 3 y 
( as | baveſaid ) where the ceremonial Lawif ? 1 
verbally excluded : but doth it follow thu | {; 
therefore it 1s included ? 'n 
Mr, { oppizger, t 
 T fay agatn, if the Scripture no where ſpeak} | c 
of whole Law, and excindes the ſeventh da | a 
then it includes it, 
Mir, Tves, 
| have denyed the Corſequence over and ' 
ver, azdhave aſli:ned the reaſon why I dolo, 
and yet you Meze no anſwer tolt, 
\bf «x Opinger, 
My Azzument was, Thar the ſeventh G: 
ſsbbath was 2 part of rat Law which int: 


- . 
% 
| _ 


\ SC! 


"1 SY LP YH 


#2 


ol [165] 
| 8criprares forbitldeth murder and aduleery. 
Mr, Ives, 
And Ihave anſwered co that Argument, by 


5s: Þ ſhewing, rhat chongh the ſeventh day ſabbath 
a3 might | be commanded in a Law that forbiddeth 
"Þ murder and aduicery ; yer it followeth nor 
(el|-F har every Law that in the Scripture focbidderh 


E murder and adultery , doth command che fe. 
venth day ſabbath, 

; F Mr, ( oppinger. 

l. Ir doth command it ; if ir doth not exclude 


| 
| th | Mr, ves. 


1 


Pray ler ns have ſome Aroument to prove, 
! withour repeating the ſame things over and O- 


| | ver; for I have:old you 


Thar it doth nor fol. 
? low that the word whole Law dorh inclnde the 
ſevenih day ſabbath , becauſe it doth nor in ſo 
| many word: exclude it; for one may as well fay 
the word whole Law ircindeth the obſervation 
of {acrifices and offerings, becanſe thoſe chipgs 
are nor excluded, 
And it anyſhall ſay, That ſacrifices are exc!:- 


ded in ather textr, becauſe 4 ceremonies of the 
Law were c:lled (ſhadows, Heb, 1o, 1, I ai; 
(wer, That in amther text the ſabba:hday rs excl. 
ded by the ſamereaſon, becauſe the ſ:bbath day 
t called a fhulow, Col.2.16,17, 

HModerator, 

7 (uppoſe ir remains for yor to 
M 2? prove 


Mrr. Cappirger 


;_ a Ao. _ OT 


| (166) | 
prove, that where-ever the words whole Lay | 
and royal Law are mentioned in the Scripture, 
chat rhe ſeventh day ſabbath is included, if * 
be nor excluded, ; 
Mr, Coppin fer, . F | 

I have called for an inſtance of Mr. Ives,an(! 
he hath not given any, where the ſeventh dy" 
is excluded from che word whole Law, 

Mr. ves. 

I havecold yon, That if I conld not ſhew1| 
ext whiere the ſeventh day is excluded, yer thi 
Conſequence doth nor follow, That therefn, 
the ſeventh day ſabbath is included ; as in the call} © 
of the Paſſover , and other Judaical Rites, it dotl] * 
not follow that where theſe are not verbally excls| | 
ded from the word whole Law, that therefore thi | 
are included, and enjoyned where-ever the wha | 
Law 5 required to be obſerved. | 

Bur further, 1 ſay the ſabbath is not included}. 
in the Law mentioned James the ſecond: and} | 
do you prove 1t, 

Mr, Coppinger, 

You beg the Queſtion, to ſay Ic 15 nor incly. 

ded James 2, | 


'f 


a 
( 


Mr. 7ves. 
Sir, Iam Reſpondent, and the Reſponden: 
cannot beg the Queſition in denying,but rather 
you do beg the Queliion by zfhirming the (e- 
venth day ſabbath is intended and commanded 
inthe ſecond of James,which you cannor prove, | thi 
Mr. 


(167) 

Mr, Coppinger. : 
& If you devy the fevench day ſabbath is in- 
i Frended in the ſecond of James, you may deny 
A, 


Mr, Ives. 

I donot deny it becauſe I will deny ic, bur 1 
ill depy ir becauſe I haverea'on to deny ir, 
| Mr. Coppinger. 
{ Well chen, I will prove chat the ſeventh day 
| Jabbach 1s commanded in this text ] «mes the ſe- 
hi} £ond, thus : 
m4 If che Lawin this text James the ſecond, 
a; be the whole of chat Law which in che 
oldTeſtamenc forbiddeth blaſphemy,mur« 
der and adultery, (for unto chat Law the 
Apoſtle James allnderh when he ſaith, We 
wht fulfil it according to the Scriptmres) then 
| the ſeventh dayſabbath is included and re- 
ec quired in this Law mentioned in this text 
xd}: Jamesthe ſecond, 
But the Law in this text James the ſecond, 

1s the whole of that Law which in che 
1 Scriptnres of the old Teſtament forbid- 

deth blaſphemy, murder and adnlcery. 
Ergo, the ſeventh day ſabbath is included 


—_ 
> 
— — 


y and required in this Law mentioned in 
t this text ] emer the ſecond, 

3 Mr. Ives. 

d | Tanſwer, firſt, by ſhewing that Imay deny 


., | the Syllogiſm , becanſe it concludes port thac 
M 4 which 


# [168] | 
which was formerly denyed : for ic is no more} 
then what we have had over and oyer,(ave tha: 
now inſtead of the word Scriptzre in the pro.ÞÞ;y 
ſyllogiſm,yon add the Scriptures of the old Teſta | 
ment. 

Secondly , I farther anſwer by denying the 
Conſequence ; for though che Law mentione(Þ} 
in the ſecond of James be che Law which if 
the old Teſtament forbiddeth blaſphemy, mu þ 
der and adultery, yer ic doth nor follow , tha 
every thing multi be obſerved by the believivÞÞ$ 
Gentiles, that the Law in the old TeftamenF 
requireth; as for inſtance : That Law in chi 
old Teltament that forbids murder 2nd adulicf * | 
ry , didalſv command them char they ſhon!; z 
circumciſe their Children , and effer Sacrifice: | 1 
Theſe were parts of thar whole Law which 
in the Scriprnres of the old Teltament forbic.Þ. 
deth murder and adultery » as appezrs Gal,5.:.þ 
For [ reftifie te every man that is carcumciſed, thif | | 
be is a Debtor to do the WHOLE L 4. 

Now who can deny but this whole Law did '» 
bid mnrder and adultery ? Bat thowoh we mul} 
abſt ain from theſe accordirs to the Law of Natur 
and Chriſt , deth it therefore [ollow that we mil 
obſerve every part of Moſes Law, as that eArcs'| | | 
mer ſuppoſerh ? For is not CITCWMSCiſing cakes « dt 
pare of Moſes Law ? Jors 7. 2 3.ant ſacrificir: I's 
# called a part of that Law, Nat. 8, 4 and is wil Wh 
honouring the father and mother calied Moies | did 
Law ? Mark 7 New 


i169] = 

Now may not a man 4 well reaſon thu : If we 
keep all that Law which m the old Teft ament 
mbiddeth murder, and adultery, «na diſobedience 
2 parexts, then we muſt keep circuraciſion , aud 
fering of ſacrifices, for theſe are parts of that 
hole Law, of which the Law that forbiddeth 
wurder and adaltery, and diſobedience to Parents, 
a part? I ſay, is not this the ſame with Mr, 
oppinger? we muſt keep A LL that Law ( ſaith 
ve) which inthe old Teſtament ferbiddeth mar - 
er ard adultery : Erg0,we mnu3t keep the ſeventh 


14-7 ſabbath, 


| l 


" 


Mr,Coppinger. 

ef 3 I will prove that the wavle Law in this rex!, 

i Jam.2. doch excivde Ceremonies, thus : 

07 If the whole Law there mentiored, be that 

+ Law char Chriitizns' were to preach and 

FF. pradtiſe, then ir doth excinde Ceremo- 

nes. 

Bur the whole Law mentioned is this text 
Jam, 2, 1; rhart whole Law that Chriſtians 


Inn 


: were to preach :nd praRtiſe, 
i} Ergo, the Law mentioned in this rext doth 
7 exclude Ceremnn1es, 

; Mr, Ives, 


&! Tf it exc:udeth ceremonies , then 1t excit:- 
| E:th your former Ar-ument, which fauh, We 
x;| dre bound to. kerp the whol= of char Liw, 
| which in the Ecripmmces of the Old Teſtament 
e: | did forbid mnr4er and adultery ; and alſo ex- 
b7 clndeti 
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cludeth yonr interprecation of whole Law, in 
Jam,2, 

For we cannot keep the whole Law, accor- 
ding to the Scriptures of che Old Teſtament, 
in an old Teſtament ſence, bur we muſt obſerve 
the ceremonial as well as the moral parczfor the 
old Teltament law,in which marderand adultery 
were forbidden, hadceremoniescommanded al- 
ſo; ſo that you have confuced your ſelf, 

Mr. Coppinger. 

My Argument is of force, unleſs you! prove 
the ſabbarh is excluded from this word whol: 
Law, Mr. Ives, 

Ir 1s vot of force, unleſs you prove theſe- 
venth day ſabbath is included, for ! am R-ipon- 
dent, and do deny ic co be included, and do 
expe& your proof : for yon confeſs ſome part of 
the whole Law is excluded, 

Mr. Coppingere 

If believing Gentiles cannor keep the whole 
Law in the ſecond of «mes, according to 
the Scripture, nnleſs chey keep the ſeventi 
day ſabbath, chen che ſeventh day ſabbath 
15 included in this text Jam, 2. 

Bnc belizving Senciles cannor keep this law 
1 the ſecond of Jaws, acccording to the 
Scripture, unleſs they keep the ſeventh 
day ſabbath, 

Ergo, the ſeventh day ſabbath is included in 
this texc Jam. 2, 


Mr. 
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Mr, tves. 

I deny the Minor. 

. Mr. { oppinger. 

, | If cheScripture in chisrcext intend the Scri- 

: pLores of che old Teſtament ovely ; then 

: they cannot keep this Law, except they 

j keep the ſeventh day ſabbath, 

* 8 But the ſcripcures in chis rext reſpe&s the 

ſcriptures of che old Teltament onely. 

Ergo, they cannot keep this Law, according 


e co the Scriptures, except they keeprhe ſe- 
e venth diy ſabbath, 
Mr. Ives, 


Your former Argument was of ſcriptures in 
eaeral, and this Argument relirains ſcripiures 
nely cothe old Teſtament ; now the new Te- 
ament 1s (cripture,a; well as the old,and there» 
ore Peter faith of ſome, That they wreſted 
'auls writings, as they did other (crip-ures: ſo 
at if we can keep the law that James injoyBs 
ccording to the ſcriptures of the new Teſta- 
nent, we ſhall dowell. 

But ſecondly, this is bur ſemper 1dew, the 
ime over and over, what we had before, 
Thirdly, 1 deny the conſequence of che Ma- 
or Propolitionsſor believing Gentiles may keep 
ne whole law, Ja. 2, according to the (cri- 
nees of che old Teſtamenr,in a newTeſtament 
ace, and yer nor kerpthe ſeventh day ſab. bath. 
Who u there but may perceive Mr. Coppinger 
YN 


| [172] 
r4ns ina Ring, which Logierans call Circular Dil.Y7 
puczrion ? W 
eAgain, My, Coppinger hath confeſſed, thi 
ceremonies ave aboliſhed, therefore it cannot in a| 
poines be kept according to the ſcriptares of the Oli 
Teſtament, 


Mr. Coppinger. 

If believing Genrlles are bound to keep the 
whole law in the ſecond of James, acco! 
ding co the old Teltament, and the 01; 
Teitament requirech the keeping of thi 
ſeventh day {abbath, then it followethth 
they cannot keep the whole law, anle! 
they keep the {eventh day ſabbath, 

But believing Gentiles are bound ro kee 
the whole law, according tothe oldTc! 
ment ; and the old Teſtament require: 
rhe keeping of the ſeventh day ſabbath, 

Ergo, 


on 


ILC| 
tae 


Mr, Ives. 
I deny bots Major and Minor, Fer, 
Fir?, it doth nor follow, that becanſe-I muſſſ{ot 
Lerpthe lawin theſecondof James, accordin} * 
tothe old Telament, that therefore 1 mu't keejLav 
the (abbath requiredin the old Feſtamenc ; ne 
more then beczuſeT mwnlt forbear killing, as it Jn 
written in che 1d Teftament, that therefore] E 
mult circamciſe accordiv? to the old Telifice; 
ment, | > = ptur 
Bur ſecond]y, 1 deny the Minor , and (if is 
Th 


| [173] . 
if That James doth nor require the keeping of che 
whole Lew, according to the old Teſtament, 
ha Mr, Coppinger. 

14 I prove the Minor, thns : 

2 They that break ove point of the Law in the 
oldTeſtament,they are guilty ofthe whole, 
and cannor fulfil this law, 

thll Bur he that breaks the ſeventh day (abbath, 


C0! breaks one point of che Law in che old 
ole Teltamenr, Ergo, 
thi Mr, Ives. 


hal 1 deny the Major, and ſay, A man may break 
leYome points of the law, contained inthe Old 
Teſtament, and yet keep this Law, required in 
cell a7.2, 
Mr.Coppinger. 

If yon can prove thar we can keep the lzw 
iccerding to the old Teſtament, andnot keep 
ne ſeventh day ſabbath, you do ſomething, 

Mr, [ves. 

Your aaiwer 1s impertinent ; for the proof 
mufſdoth lie upon you, 
din} Secondly, you cannor prove we can keep the 
keefjLiw according co the old Teſtament, nnleſs we 
Ware circumciſed ; doth it follow, that then wee 
ir Javit be circnmciſed ? 
ore} Bec chirdly, if I can prove that believers may 
'elYicep the law in Jam, 2, accordieg to any fcrt- 

Nuregwichouc keeping the ſeventh day ſabbath, 
4 (xt is (ufficiear., 


Mr. 


[194] 


Mr. Coppinger. - 

The firength of my Argument lyerh in thi; 
Thar believers mnſt keep the Law according t - 
rhe ſcriptures of tbe 01d Te(/amenr, which they, 


could not do, withcnt keeping the ſeventh di f 
ſabbath, | . 
7 Mr, Ives. . 
And the ſtrength of my Anſwer lyeth in this F 
Thar then they muſt he circumci'ed, otherwit 
rhey cannnort keep the whole Law,according it 
the old Teſtament; to which you make no Re 
Ply. 
Mr, Copprnger, 
I argue further : | 
If Chriſtian Gentiles are bound to keep the 
whole Royal Law, as it is laid down 
this text, Jam, 2. rhen they are bonnd tt 
keep the ſeventh day ſabbath. 
Buc Chriſtian Gentiles are bound ro keep 
the whole Royal Law, as it is laid down 
10 this text, Jam. 2, 
Ergo, Chriſtian Gentiles are bound to keep 
che ſeverrh day (ſabbath. 
This Argument contains rwo Parts : 
The one is, That Chriftian Gentiles are 
bonnd co keep this law, Jam.2, 

The other is, That chis Law contains rhe ſc- 
venth day ſabbath, p 
Fiift,he ſpeaks to Chriſtians in ceneral,there 
fore ro Gentiles, Becauſe he calls chem Bre- 

thre! 


p , © 
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thren, and wricerth co chem as Believers , and 

tells chem, chac if they kept che Royal Law, ace 

cordivg tothe ſcripture, they ſhonld do well , * 

Y and wichal; tells chem, that whoſoever ſhall keep 

the whole Law, and jet offend in one point, us guilty 

ll of all. 

{ Thar the ſeventh day ſabbath was 

1 point of this Law, Ichns reaſon : 

If the Apokile refers them to the Scriptures 
of the old Teltamenr, and they conld nor 

” keep che Law according to the old Teſta- 
ment, except they keep the ſeventh day 
ſabbach , then che ſeventh day ſabbath is 
one point of this law, Jam.2, 

Bur the Apoſtlerefers them co the ſcriptures 
of the old Teſtament, and they conld not 
keep the law, according to the old Teſta- 
ment, unleſs they kept the ſeventh day 
{abbath. 

Ergo, they conid not keep the whole Law, 

_ = 2, tpleſs they kepr the ſeventh-day 
ſabbath, 

e Ar. Ives. 

I have anſwered cothis Argnment over and 
wer, and therefore 1 ſhall cake 2 liccle time to 

Fpetk a few words more, and then I ſhall deſire 

(oP Pay 20 tO 2 freſh Argament. 

I Firitrhen, this word whole Law, it either re- 

pets che whole Law that the Jews were to 

Pblerve, or the whole Law char Chriſtians are 


pre To. 
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coobſerve : if the ho Law here, reſpeR the 
Law that the Fews were to obſerve, then if we 
ſhonld be Hound to that , we ſhonld be bond 
coobſerve Ceremonies, as well xs Morals ; for 
thus whole Law 1s pnderſtocd, both 1n the 
Old and New Teitamen: , when it relates 
tothe Laws the Jews were to keeps as appears, 
Gal.5.3. compared with 2 Chroy. 33, 8, Where 
God tells Ifraei, that be will ever remove then, 
if they will keep the WHOLE law, with the Sta 
tutes ani Ordinances. 

But ſecondly, This word whate /aw, doth re- 
late te the Law of libcr:y, which believers are 
rokeep, which is oppoſed to the yoke of ber 
dave, as appears by comparing James 1 ver. 25, 
veict Tames 2andi2, where he bids them(; 
;peak and {o do,:s thoſe tat ſhould be gudeed 
by the Law of liberty. which 1s oppoſed to the 
Law of 1oſ-s, for that ir 1s called a yoke of 
bondaze, SD rhathere 1+ rot one wotd of the 
ſever day fabbath 5 but indeed of a roya 
Law, and » Law of libertygwt: ich Chriſiians are 
bornd to keep 2ccoraing to the Scriptures, in 
doing by a'l m<cn as they would be done unto: 
for what Law ſoever Cheiit hath commended 
and confirmed ro us onr of the Scriptures of 
che old Teſtament, theſe laws indeed we mu' 
keep according ro the Scrip:nres of rhe oid 
Teitament : but Chriſt hath not confirmed rhe 


Saturday ſabbath, and therefore we are nat! 
Io 


It 


. I 
© look into the old Teſtament for our informa- 
© cion therein, | 
il Any otherwiſe then as the fourth Commandment 
: Þ enjoyns eA time to worſhip, and ſo hath ſomething 
eo in it that is of wſe unto all, 
; 


Mr, Coppinger. 

I come now to a ſecond Argument, toprove 
, | thar all believing Gentiles are bonnd to keep 
+ | the ſeventh day (ſabbath, 

| If Chriſtian Jews are bound to keep the (e* 
b. venth day ſabbath, and there is no diffe- 
re repce between Chriſtian Jews and Chri- 
{tian Gentiles, then all Chriſtian Genriles 
" O—__ to keep the ſeyenth day ſab- 
R atn, 
o Bnc Chriſtian Jews are bonnd to keep the 
he ſeventh day ſabbath, and there is no diffte- 
of rence between Chriſtian Jews and Chri- 
he {t1ap Gentiles, 
vl ©rg0,all Chriſtian Gentiles are bound to keep 
Ire the ſeventh day ſabbath. 
in Mr, Ives, 
fl 1 demand what yon mean when you ſay, 
1+; [bere is no difference berween Chriſtian Jews 
- nd Chrifian Gentiles ; do you mean no diffe- 


tht ; Mr, C :ppinger. ; 
we I mean no dift:zrence in point of E——_ 
b, 


[178] 
Mr. Ives, 

This is no anſwer to the queſtion 3 my que- 
jon is about difference in precepts or priyi- 
ledges, 

Mr, C oppingere 

I anſwer,that there is no difference between 
che believing Jews and Gentiles in point of 
precept. 

Mr. Ives. 

Then I deny the Minor : there is a diffe- 
rencein point of precept. 

Mr. Coppinger. 

Then you grant the Major, that ſaich, If be- 
lieving Jews are bonnd to keep the ſevent! 
day ſabbath, then all believing Gentiles ar: 
bonnd to keep the ſeventh day ſabbath, 

Mr, Ives, 

If the Anrecedenrt were true, the Conle- 
quence would not follow ; and therefore I do 
not erant the Major: however, I deſire youts 
prove that part of the Minor, as you have e:- 
plained ir, that ſatth, Believing Jews and be- 
lieving Gentiles are all one in point of pre: 
CEPtS« 

Mr, ( oppingere | 
If there be a difference berween believin; 
Jews and the believing Gentiles in poici 
of precept, ic 1s either mentioned in th: 
I5 of the eAtts 4 OT che 21 of the et; 
or you mult a\h2ne ſome other text whe! 
ener 


= NY % BS Py 
, 7 7 


[179] 
there is a difference between Jews and 
Gentiles in point of precepts, 

But ic is nor in the 15 of the eAﬀs, nor the 

- 21 of che 4s, ard yon cannor afligne a- 
ny other place, 


F © 


+ Ergo, there is nod:f:rence between Jews 

, and Gentiles in poinc of precepr, 
Mr, 1ves, 

| Ic 1s both in the 15 of the Aﬀs and 21 of 

"| the As, 2nd 1cen affigne other places : bue 

rity I fay it is in As the 21.8 20,21, 22,23, 

Þ 2452 5,verſes ; the words are theſe : Thoy ſeeſt 

"Y brother + how m9199 thouſands of the Jews there are 

my hich BELIEVE , and they are all 2:alons of the 

TE Loiv, And they are informed of thee , that 

thor teacheſt all the Jew; which are among the Gen* 

FY tiles, to forſake Ioſes, ſaying, That they ought not 


mi circumciſe their children , neither to walk after 
x enſtoms, What i it therefore ? the multitude 
melt needs come together : for they will hear that 
h thor art come, Do there/orc this that we ſay to 
"Brice We have four men which have a vow upon 
themythem take, and parifie thy ſelf, and be at char- 
11 withthem,that they may ſhave their heads:and all 
mt} bnow that thoſe things whereof they were 'n forms- 
d CO::Cerntrg thee.are nothing, but that thou thy ſelf 
allo walkeſt orderly, and heepefÞ the law, But as 
1 $12ch:no the Gentiles which believe, we have writ « 
Then 41d concluded, that they obſerve m2 ſuch things, 
Wa {* 

ef N 2 


Whence 
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Whence I obſerve theſe two thives : 
Firlt , that here was an InjunRion laid upon 
Paul and other believing Jews , that was not 
> Jaidupon the believing Gentiles:thar they were 
% believing Jews,ſee verſe 20, that this InjunRion 
"Fit was not laid npon believing Gentiles, fee ver; 
25, Where the Gentiles that believe are ex- 
preſly forbidden (uch Obſervations, 
Secondly, theſe were no mean perſons tha 
did epjoyn theſe things , bur they were a holy 
Convocation of Apoſtles and Elders, amons 
whom the Holy Ghott was prefident,as appear th 
eAs 15. 28, compared with eAt; 21 & 25, th 
So thar if ever there was an nnerring Council fre 
in the world, this was one , who were cuidedſthi 
by the Holy Gholt char was ſent to lead intfj of 
all truih : and therefore ic is horrible preſum( thi 
ption to think that theſe did erre; and yelſ del 
theſe doerjoyn ſach things upon the believing wii 
Jews , that they expreſly charge the belieyir; the 
Gentiles not to oblerve, the 
Mr, Coppinger. the 
Theſe Jews that they adviie him to condeſ | 
ſcepd unte,they were (uch as had conſpired ig ady 
deathof Parl; and therefore in point of piuſſ its 
dency , they advie him to condeſcend uni La 
them, to 
Secondly, this cculd nor be a precept , by der 
cauſe the cext laich, That they cffered an Of:Y we 
ring according to the Law , verſe 26, now QF Uo 
en: 
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enjoyn ſach a thing as this, would be todeny 
Chriſt come. in the Fleſh ; and therefore it was 
no other then a prudent advice that the Apa. 
ttles and Elders gave ro Pax! ro ſave his life 
from thoſe Jews that had conſpired his death. 
Mr, ves, 

If the words to the Jews, verſe 24. are bur 
a bare advice, then we may {ay {o of theirpre- 
ceprs to the Gentiles,v:rſe 25.and of all orhers 
that we like nor. | 

Secondly, whereas you ſay, They were Jews 
that did conſpire Paxls death , and therefore 
they adviſed Par] thus to do to ſave himſelf 
from their malice and fary; I anſwer, char 
theſe were believing Jews that were zealous 
of che Lww, and not thole unbelieving Jews 
that went about to kill him, verſe 31 which un» 
believing Jews went abour ro kill him, nor. 
withſtanding this condeſcention ro the Law ; 
therefore the condeſcention was for rhe ſike of 
the Jews thar believed, and nor for the ſake of 
thoſe that conſpired his death, 

But thirdly,whereas he ſaith the Apoſtles did 


J adviſe Pas! co condeſcend, bur did not enjoyn 


It for if they had evjoyned him to oblerve che 
Law of purification, then they did enjoyn him 
to do thoſe rhings which by conſequence did 
deny Chri(t come 10 che fleſh, To which 1 an- 
Wer, that according to Mr, Coppingers Notion 


J pon thetext,they did AD V ISE Paul to do 


N 3 that 
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that which by conſequence did deny Chriſt Þ b 
come in the fleſh; and ſo the abſurdity falls u 
gich-hand as heavy upon him, as he would 
make it to fall npon me 3 for 1s it not a great 
piece of wickedneſs for any body to give ad-ff th 
vice orto take advice ( ſuppoling it to be but x ar 
bare advice) which by conſequence denies 
Chrit come iv crhefleſh, meerly co ſave them-Þ} 1 
ſelves from perſecution ? Now therefore, ſap. if b» 
oling with Mr, Ceppinger thar it 1s bur an Ad-fto 
vice which the Apoltles and Elders give Paul fe 2 
I demand whether it be a good or a bad advice, 
Mr. Coppinger, 

As Circumſtances might be , an advice mayſ[tha 
be good; and as Circumſtances may be, arffſthi: 
advice may be bad, 

Ar. I'ves, 

But as this caſe was circumſianced, was the 
advice good or bad? 

Mr. Coppinger, 

The advice may be cood, when it 1s given to 
a 200d end: the ſame advice may at ſome time! 
be bad, when the like end is not intended, 

Mr, !ves, 

We mult nor do evil thar £ood may come 
ſo that they onghrt not to advile Paulto do thi 
which yen ſzy denyed Chriſt come in the fl.(h 
npon the prerence of ſaving Paxls life. F 

Mr. Coppinger. nim 

I ſay, as Circumitances may be , 2 man mn Was 
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be adviſed to do that which at another time 
under other circumitances may not be done. 

Id Mr. [ves. 

al Bur Ipray ſpeak co the Caſe in hand; was 
]-F this advice good or bad which the Apollles 
:Ravd Elders at Jerwſaler: gave Paul? 

; This © meſtion Mr, Ives put over and over to 
1-8 Hr. Coppinger ; who though he ſaid that it was 
pd. if b#? au advice which the Apoſtles and Elders gave 
dro Panl, yet he wonld nat anſwer whether it was 
ls good or a bad advice, 

e, Mr. Coppinger. 

If Tſhonld grant that this WA S a precept 
2y char the Apoliles and Elders gave to Pay), yer 
2wthis doth not prove that there 1S NOW a 

diff:rence in point of precepr, though there 
was then; for my Argument ſpeaketh of the 
hepreſent renſe, +:z. that there 15 no difference 
between the believing Jews and believing Gen» 
les in point of preceprt , and this rext cnely 
tofſpeaks of what WAS, 
et Moderator. 
Sir, the Scripture ought ro be our rule, and 1 
humbly conceive that we know not whar 15 2 
eFcury but by reading of the Scriptures, and 
therein finde what was a duty. 
(h; Mr. 1ves, 
Firſt, I anſwer ro Mr, Coppinger, by ſhewing 
nim that in his ArgaBmenr he told us that there 


22s no difference berween believing Jews and "= 
bt N 4 he- { P. 
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believing Gentiles in point of precept, eicher 
in eAts 15 or eAtts 21. So that if this precept 
was bur for that age, Or for that particular oc- 
cafion, yet I have confuted his Argument, be- 
cauſe his Argument ſaith As 15 and As 21, 
aſſiznes no difference. 

Secondly, rhis precept was to bind Jews un- 
der the like circumſtances to the worlds end, 
which under no circumſtance conld bind the 
Gentiles , becanſe rhe Apoſtles and Elders by 
the aſſiſtance of Gods holy Spirir, did exprel] 
charge rhe Gentiles ro obſerve no ſuch thing, 

Thirdly, how far the obſervation of the Lay 
of Nazarenes, was a type of Chriſt, I am not 
ſo well acquainted with it, asto give an exadt 
acconnt ; yer this I know , That when it wit 
molt in force, ir was but a voluntary ſervice, at 
appears Nm, 6. So that if any man would be 
2 Nazarene, he mult take a vow to perform the 
Law of the Nazarites ; not that any body was 
bonad to be a Nazarite, any more then Ay 
1144s and Saphira his wife were bound to (ell all 
their Eſtates for to lay at the Apoſiles feer, for 
to be diſpoſed for the common good of the 


Church ; yer having made ſtich a dedication} 


volnncarily,they were bonnd neceflarily to per- 
form it : ſo Pax/,haying 2 vow-tpon him ar {ex 


sbrea, was afterwards under a Law to perform 


It, and ſo were thoſe other Votaries mentioned 


withhim, As 21, verſ;, 23, which vow che 
A - 


w 
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Apoliles and Elders = them to diſcharge, 
verſe 24, bur do expreſly forbid the Gevtiles 
the obſervation ot any ſuch thing : therefore I 
have ſhewn that here was ſomething erjoyned 
upon the Jews, that was not enjoynedupon the 
Gentiles. 
Mr, Coppinger, : 

I do ſay, This was bur an advice, avd that 1t 
Was DO Preepr, 

Hereupox one that was a Hearer at this Diſpute 
handed up a Nite to Mr, Ives, wherein he did af* 
firm that 11r.Coppinger did confeſs arWorcelier 
Honſe that thoſe words about which the Contro* 
verſie did depend, As 21, 24y 25, were binding 
precepts, though he now ſaid they were not precepts 
but advice. 

Mr, Coppinoer. 

I never ſaid the words in the 24 verſe, where 
the Apoſtles and Elders bid Pax/, 2nd thoſe 
men with him, purifie themſelves, &c, Ilay, 
Inever ſaid thoſe were precepts ; bur indeed 
Ifaid char the words in the 25 verſe were pre- 
cepts, where the Gentiles are expreſly forbid- 
den the doing of any ſuch thivg. I ſay , theſe 


indeed are precepts, and bindivg to believing 


Gemtiles, 
Mr. [ves. 

Sir,yon have granted enough to confute your 
Argument : for admic the words to the Jews 
in the 24 ver/e are no precepr, buc an advice, as 
you 
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you call ; it, yet yon have confeſſed chat the 2x 
verſe 18 a binding Law tothe Gentiles,that they 
ſhould do NO SUCH THING, Well chen, 
by your own confeilion, the Gentiles ate COM» 
manded noatto do thar which the Jews ate ad- 
viced rodo ; and therefore there is a difference 
I!2 polnt of precept: and your Argument 18 Con- 
fured, ci:3r ſaich, There is no difference : thece- 
fore i ſhall defire chat the Moderator would call 
for a freſh Argument. 
cModerater, 

Sr, I thivk enough hath been ſaid to this 
Arznment, and therefor= my advice 1s, that 
yon wonld proceed to another, 

Mr, Coppinger. 

All believing Genciles are bonnd to keep rhe 
ſeventh day abbath, I chus prove 2 

If tbe the D>Qriac of the new Teſtament, 

thar Gods p2ople onght to keep the ſe- 
venth day ſabbath, thena]l believing Gen- 
tiles ought to keep the ſeventh day abbat! 

Bur ic is the Doarine f the New Teltamenc 

r2at Gods people on of to keep the ſe- 
yenth day ſabbath. 

Erge, all believing Gentiles oneht to keep 

the ſeventh day {zbbath, 
Mr. Ives. 

I pray whar do you mean by the terms Go 
people i your Ar:ument ? becauſe the jews are 
called Go4s people bv way of diftinRion from © 
cher people, Mr, 


- 
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Mr,C oppinger., 

1 mean ſuch as are bound co hear every word, 
2nd ro obſerve the principles of Religion, Re. 

prance from dead works, and faith towards 
God, with the DoArine of Baptiſms, &c, 

Mc. Ives. 

If you mean all Gods people, and all belie- 
yers without exception, then there is no Medi- 
2m ig the Syllogi m, for then the Argument 
runs thus : If all Gods people are required, 
then they are all required, 

Mr. ( 9ppinger, 
I then argue rhus : 

If the Church of the Hebrews, by vertue of 
this Eviltle ro the Hebrews, were bound 
ro keep the ſeventh day fabbarh, then all 
believing Gentiies are beund to keepthe 
ſeventh day ſabbatr, | 

But the Chuich of the Hebrews, by ver: ne 
of this Epiiilero the Hebrews,were bound 
to keep ine (ev2nilt day ſabbath. 

Ergo, all beiieving Gentiles are bonnd to 
keep the ſeventh day ſabbaih. 

Mr, Ivss. 

T anſwer : Firit, if by Charch of the Hebrews 
you mean ſew:,then 1: 1* but the ſame with the 
Arzument we la't ciſparched, for then you ſaid, 
If the believing Jews wz2re commanded, then 
the believing Genci!es were commanded, 

And ſecondly, if vou mean Gentiles, then I 
2N» 
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anſwer as before, That there 1s no medinm in 
the Syllogiſm, 
Mr, (oppinger. 
I mean onely that very Church as they were 


2 particular Congregation, diſtingniſhed from. 


all other Chnrches,and then there is a medium, 
Viz 

If that Church were commanded to keep the 
ſeventh day, then believing Charches are 
commanded to keep the ſeventh day ſab- 
barh, 

Bur that Chncch was commanded to keey 
the ſeventh day ſabbath, 

Therefore, all Believers,and all other Chur- 
ches,are required and commanded to keey 
the ſeventh day ſabbach, 

And ſo conſequent]y,ail believing Gentiles, 

Mr. Ives. 

I do deny both Major and Minor ; for both 

Propofitions are jaltly robe excepted againſt, 
Mr, Coppruger, 

I have two things to do; the firſt is, to prove 
chat che Church of the Hebrews were comman- 
ded to keep the ſeventh day ſabbath ; and the 
iecond ching 17, Thar if chis Charch was com- 
manded to keep the ſeventh day ſabbath , that 
then all believing Gentiles were commanded (0 
keep the ſeventh day ſabbath: which wo thing; 
I ſhall prove. 

Firlt chen, che cext (auch, Heb.4,9 That ther: 
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remaineth a keeping of a ſabbath tothe people of God, 
for ſo It is read in your Margent ; hexe then, is 
2 ſabbath commanded, and the third verſe tells 
ns, that this was not commanded onely for the 


| Hebrews, bur for Believers in genera], there- 


fore it is ſaid, He that believeth, hath entered into 
refÞ : and that this was the ſeventh day reli, ap- 
pears,becauſe the text ſaith, He ceaſeth from his 
own works,as God did from his : vow God ceaſed 
the ſeventh day from his works,as the text rells 
us, verſ,4, therefore he doth admoniſh them co 
take heed that they did zor fall, after the ſame 
example of diſobedience, ip breaking the Sab- 
bath, as the 1ſraelites fell in the Wilderneſs ; 
therefore if you read Chap. 2,verl. 1 5,16,17. 
you will find with whom he was grieved forty 
years, was it not thoſe whoſe Carcaſes fell in the 
wilderxeſſe? and thar they fe)l for breakivg rhe 
ſeventh day ſabbath, appears Ezek, 20, 12,1 3» 
Moreover alſo, 1 gavs them my ſabbath, to be 4 


ſgne between me and them, &C, But (ſaith the 13 


vere) the houſe of [ſrae! rebelled againſt me in 
the wildermeſs,&C, and my ſabbath they greatly pol- 
lated ; then 1 ſaid, I will pour ont my fury upon 
them in the wilderneſ{to conſume them:and ver. 5. 
I lifted up my hand againſt them inthe wilderne(, 
&c. becauſe they deſpiſed my !udgements, and wal- 
ked not in m) Statutes, but polluted my Sabbaths. 
And therefore David admeniſheth them 1D his 
time not to harden their hearts as in the _ 

Cr- 
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derneſs, Pſal.95.7. bur while it was called, 7; 
day, to hear his voice , and not harden thei; 
hearts : ſo here, the Author to the Hebrews 
reils them there remaias the keeping of a (ab. 
bath for chem and all believers ; bur doth bid 
them take heed of Iiracls fins inthe wilderne', 
which you {ce was Sabbath-breaking, as well 2; 
ether fins, leſt, as the eleventh verſe ſaith, thy 
oy aſter the ſame example of anb:lief> or dilove; 

lence, : 


Mr. [ves. E 
1 ſhall ſhew thar you have wholly mitcaken 
the text, For, 


Firft, you are to prove a reſt or {abbath com- 
manded, and this cext ſpeak* of a reſt that 1; 
promiſed, as appears verl 1, of Chap. 4, where 
the Anchor tothe Hebrews bids them fear, lf 
eA PROM'SE being left of entering into bi 
Reſt, any (hiwld ſeers ts come (hort through ub: 
lief, 

Secondly, rhe text, from the Greek, ouzit 
rather ro be read A Sabbatiſm, rhen the heep:n; 
of aS«>bath: however, the word is not SAB- 
BATH DAY;and when 1 did diipute with you 
lsft,ycu would nor allow that the word ſab-ath: 
m £l,2.15,7 ſhovid be nnderfiond of a ſabbat! 
day , t2ough there Was o00d reaſor ro ander- 
ftand ir ſo , becanſe the word day was mor 1 
the Orizinal,rhoneh it was in the Engliſh Text: 


but here you will have it to be underliocd of 
Cabs 
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ſabbath day, thongh the word be neither in the 
Engliſh nor Greek text, and though there be 
no reaſon why you ſhould ſo notion it, Bur 

Thicdly, this refit 1s nor a re{} commanded, 
or a ſeventh day ſabbath reſt , becanſe the ſe- 
| renth day ſabbach, nnbelicver; and their catcel 
micht haye injoyed; but the ret here promiſed, 
M's reſerved onely for believers , which none 
"elſe ſhall ſhare iy, 

Fonrthly, the reſt here ſpoken of\,is a reſt that 
Joſhua conld not give them ; bur he did give 
them the ſeventh day reſt, therefore this could 
not be ſpoken of che ſeventh day : ſee for this 
purpoſe che erohth verſe of this fourth Chap- 
ter, where 1t 1s ſaid , that !f Johwa had given, 
. ihe reſt, he wonld not afterwards have ſpoken of 
another day; and then adds, that there remaines 
THEREFORE a reſt to the people of God, vetrl.9. 
;,  nerefore Þ Wherefore ? the eighth verſcrells 

v', becanſe Joſhua did nor give them reli : o 
\, Wibat this, if 1t prove any thivg, it proves againſt 
\ Mr, Coppinger , becauſe ic ſuppoſes ſome other 
day, then what thicy enjoyed 1n the time of Jo- 
1144» 
Fifthly, whereas Mr, Coppinger tells ne, Thar 
mnt he meant of the ſevench day ſabbath,be- 
«+». caule the text ſanh, He that believerh cealeth from 
his ow work as God did from hr ; 

I anſw-r, Thar chis doth not prove a com- 
1 of (2nd for a mano iorbear working upon the 
| {7 
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ſeventh day , but it (hews rather, the priyi- 

ledges that men ſhajl enjoy through believing, 
viz. that they ſhall reſt from their labours : {6 
ſaich Chciſt, Come unto me, alt ye that LABOUR, 
ard I willgive you r:ſf, Mar,1 1.28, and veri,2g 
Chriſt promiſes that they ſhall fiud REST to ther 
ſouls ; and, Bleſſed are the dead, that die in thy 
Lord, for they REST from their LABOURS, an 
their works follow them, Rev.1 3.14.10 like man. 
ner, the Auchor to the Hebrews would be un. 
derſtood , when he tells us that he that doth 
believe, hath ceaſed from his labour, as God 
did from his. 

Sixthly,though the Author to the Hebrews al. 
luderh to the ſeventh day-npon whichGod reſt 
ed, yet this doth nor prove that therefore we 
muſt enter intothe Jewiſh or ſeventh day ret; 
no more then ic proves we mult.enteFinto the 
Literal Caxaan, becauſe he alluderh alſo ro chat 
Liceral Cayaa» in which Joſhua conduRted !/F 
rael: bur he rather informs them that as the' 
under the Law had a time of reſt, and a plac: 
of reſt, ſorhey that did believe ſhould have 1 
day of Grace, and a place of Glory , in which 
they ſhould be like God, in reft for ever, neve! 
to labour more, even as God reſted and wrought 
vo more,when he had ended his fix dayes workPes; 
therefore he bids them LABOUR to enter int\Þ as 

by reft , bur the ſeventh day reſt they might enf A, 
rer into withont labonr, | D, 1 
7 
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Seventhly, whereas Mr. Coppingey telis us, 
that che Anchor to the Hebrews exhorts, that 
{of we (honld nor fall after the ſame example of 
Rf onbelief and diſobedience that the Iſraelites 
of fell inco, in the wilderneſs, which (ſaith he) 
ir was ſabbath-breakivg, as appears by Eztk. 20, 
bf 16. as well as other finstherefore (laith he) by 
{the ſame example, mnit be underſtood that he 
cautions them to beware of breaking the ſe - 
yenth day ſabbach. 

To which 1 anſwer, That this is a ſtraining 
he text ; for it doth not follow that he doth 
dmonith the Chriſtians co beware of the ſame 
al ſpacticular fins , as Mr, Coppinger would notion 
eſt; bur of fins in ceneral : for firſt, we cannot 
de guilty of loathigg Manna, nor of murmur- 
fog at the waters of eribah; and yet the A- 
oltle ſaich, 1 Cor.1 0,6. That THESE were 
chaſer 07 examples,8c. So in like manner we cam 
| 1[Þot be gnilty of Gia in por obſerving the ſe- 
hefſevch day fabbarh, any more then we can be 
lacey of loathing Manna ; and yet Gods 
ve tndoments upon them for all their old Teſta» 
hickÞevr fins , are ſer forth co us for examples, npr 
eveſÞ tye us tothe ſame duties,bur ro Goſpel-Obe- 
uoblience 1D all chings , leſt we incur the ſame of 
rorkÞerter puniſhments, by how much the more we 
- intÞ againk creater metcies. 
cenf] Again, the Apoſile gives the like Exhortatt- 

D, 1 Cor.9,13,14, Do ye not know that they that 
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wait po: the altar, ſhculd live of the altay ? ev, 
ſo hath the Lord ordamed, that they that preach ih, 
Goſpel ſhowld liveof the Goſpel. May not a man 
as reaſonably infer from hence,thar becauſe the 
maintenance of the Levicical prieſthood is here 
ſer forth as an example to teach ns to rake car: 
of Goſpel-Miniſters, that therefore they my! 
be maintained after che ſame manner as the 
Prieſts were maintained chat waiced upon the 
Altar, as Mr, Coppingey may fay , Becauſe God; 
Jadgments againſt Iſraels fins in the Wilder: 
neſs, are ſer forth to ns for examples,that there. 
fore we, who are believing Gentiles nnder the 
Goſpel, (to avoid the like Judgements ) mu 
do all che Commandments, and believe all the 
promiſes that Iſrael ſuffered his diſpleaſure fot 
in the Wilderneſs, for not obeying and belicy: 
102? 

Having thus anſwered you Paraphraſe upon 
the rext,'I do again call upon yon to prove thi 
the Reſt or Sabbath ſpoken of Heb, 4. is ae C 
venth day ſabbath which we are commanded to d 
obſerve ; for the ſam of my Anſwer is,that thi 
15aReſt promiſed,and nor a Reſt or ſeventh dij d; 
ſabbath commanded : ther*fore pray let us hav | 
ard Argument for the proof of it, | 

Mr. Coppinger. 

My Expoſition of the Text proves it wei! & 
nongh. Mr, Ives, 

Pray draw your ſence upon the text into a! 
Arg 
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. Argument, and let us ſee if you can proye that 
hereis a ſeyenth dzy ſabbath commanded. 

Mr. { oppinger. 

I cannor put it into an Argument, becauſe it 
refers to ſeveral rextrs for the explaining of ir, 

Mr. Ives. 

I have anſwered co your interpretation al- 
ready ; and if you will not urge an Argnmenc 
from hence , 1 (hall deſire that you wonld pro- 
ceedioan Argument from ſome other texts, 

Mr. { oppinger. 
- If Chriſt did ceach the obſervation of the 


ie ſeventh day ſabbuth, they all believing 
, Gentiles are bound co obſerve it. 
” But Chrilt did reach the obſervation of the 
X ſeventh day ſabbath, 
"'Y Ergo, all believing Gentiles are bound to 
K obſerve the ſeventh day ſabbath. 

] Mr. Ives, 
an Pray explain what you mean, when you lay, 
F Chrit DID teach ic : do you mean before his 
10Y death or afrer? Mr, Coppinger. 
i I do mean that Chriſt did teach rhe ſeventh 
- day ſabbath npon the Mount, /ar.5. V Vhence 
*""'F 1chus argne : 

If Chriſt in his Sermon upon the Monnt did 
preach the ſeventh day ſabbath , then all 
"= believing Gentiles are bound to keep the 

ſeventh day {abbath, — 
: = Buc Chri't in his Sermon npon the Mount did 


'S O 2 preach 
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preach the ſ{eyenth day ſabbath, 
Ergo, all believing Gentiles are bound to 
keep the ſeventh day ſabbath, 
Mr. Ives. 

Itell you, Sir , that this is not fair arguing, 
when both Propoſitions are jultly ro be deny- 
ed : however, 1 deny the Conſequence ; for 
ic doth not follow that if Chrilt did preach the 
ſeverth diy ſabbarh upon che Mount , that 
therefore all believing Gentiles are bound to 
obſerve it; for I ſhall ſhew ſome thipgs that 
Chriſt commanded to be obſerved upon the 
Mount 5 chat Mr, C opprnger bimſelf ſaith 5 Be- 
lieving Gentiles are not bound to obſerve, 

Mr, Coppinger. 

I ſhall prove that all chat Chrilt did preach 
npon the Monnr, and canght others to preach, 
believing Gentiles are bound to obſerve. 

If all chat Chriſt cavghe upon the Monatgand 
commanded others to teach, was to abide 
as |ong as the Sun and Moon, and Heaven 
and Earth remain, tben all the b=lteving 
Gentiies are bound co obſerve all that 
Chrilt rauzghr upon the Monnt, 

Buc all c!:ar Chriſt raught npon che Mount, 
and commanded others to reach , Was 0 
abide as Jong as Heaven and Eatih, Sun 
ard Meon remains, 

Ergo, all the believing Gentiles are bonnd £5 

obferve all that Chriſt tavht upon the 
Monnr. Mr, 


li 
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Mr. Ives, 

I deny the Minor:all that Chritt caught upon 
che Mount is not to abide as long as Heaven 
and Earth remaiy, Mr.Coppinger: 

Then you mult ſhew us ſomething that Chriſt 
did reach upon the Mount,and command others 
co teach, thar is nor bindivg, 

Mr, 1ves. 

Thar I ſhall do; therefore pray look into 
Mat.5.23,24, Chriit chere commands that a 
man ſhould leave his gift ar the Altar, and go 
and be reconciled to his brother, and chen 
Chriſt commands him to come and offer his 
olfr:theſe are commands given upon the Mount, 

Secondly,they are ſuch commands as he bids 
others to do and teach,ver.1 9,for they were to 
do and teach the leaſt of thoſe commandments, 

Thirdly , theſe commands that are tavghr 
npon the Mount are nor all in force to beliey- 
ing Gentlles, becanſe that command of leaving 
the gift 3t the Altar, and coming to offer ic upon 
the Altar, is not now in force: therefore all thac 
Chrit commanded in his Sermon upon the 
Monnrt is not of force co believing Geniiles, 

Mr. ( oppinger. 

The word altar and gift 1s varioully taken, 4s 
Heb." 3,10. We have an altar where: of they nave 
no right to eat that ſerve the tabernacle : and (© 
likewiſe the word gift is varioutly taken , as 
Chriſt is called The Gift of God, Rom. 6,22, and 
Q } Pai! 
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Paxltells the Corinthians , they came behind i» 
» Gift,z Cor,1,7. and Phil.4.7, Not becauſe I 
defire aGiſt : and 10 this agree all Interpre- 
cers, that gift and altar inthis fifth of Marthey, 
and 23, 24, is cakenallegorically, 

Mr. /ves, 

T anſwer tothe laſt fir ; that Mr, Coppinger Þ 
doth abuſe Interpreters, or elſe he never read 
any ; for I challenge him to ſhew me any one 
Interpreter chat ever nnderſiood altar and gift 
in Mat. allegorically, Ir is crue , that they 
ſometimes m»ke 2 ſpirirnal applicarion of theſe 
words ; but they all with one conſenc under 
ſand che words literally. 

Bur ſecondly, Mr. Coppinger hath ſhewed u; 
that a/tar and gift is yarionſly nnderftood ; but 
hath not, .onr of chis yariery, coldns which of 
theſe ſenſes ſhonld be pnt upon a/tar and yi} 
in chis fifch of Matthew. 

Bnt thirdly, 1 do challenge Mr, Coppinger, ot 
any man elſe, ro ſhew me that a gift ar the alta Þ 
is ever underſtood ajlegorically chronghour the 
Scriptures, from the Creation of the worldtof 
the death of Jeſus Chriſt. 

And laſtly, char Chriſt doth here intend a |i-F 
reral alrar,appears,if we do but confider 17a:.8.f 
4. where we hal] finde that what Chrilt ranghf 
gpon the Mount, be exborrs the man that was 
cared of his Leproſfie to obſerve ; for as ſoon 


2s Chrilt deſcended from the Monnrhe cicans'd 
(he 
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the Leper , and then commanded him to cffer 
a eifr as Moſes had commanded; which conld 
not be uaderitood allegorically, 
Mr,Coppinger. 

The text chat you laſt nrged, doth ſpeak of 
2 gift, bnr oor of an altar ; and the text utter 
debare ſpeaks of a gift andan altar, 

Secondly, This Chciſt bid che Leper do, that 
it mighr be a Teſtimony of 
him co the Prieſt, char ſoif +7); canmr be the 
- the Prieſt ſhould ask him true ſence of the Lepers 
how he was cleanſed, or ſing himſelf to the 


who did cleanſe bim , he 7" for « Teſtimony, 


might hereby have an OP” ſervation of Moſes Law 
portnnity co ceftifie Cheit which did command the 


us 

n; |} 29:0 che Prieſt, and cell = I SS 
J etves to tne Pres, 1. 

of b _ J oy - Nazareth the Prieſt having view+ 

it made bum whole *. ed the Leper , he mzght 

- give 4 Teftimany to the 


| prople, That this man was now fit to go abroad, who before ha4 
OS dwelt in 13 04t-houſe : See Lev.14. 
__ Mr. [ves, 
{ I anſwercoyour lalt firſt ; That if Chriſt did 
' command the Leper co ſhew himſelf co the 
| Prieſt, and offer an offering according ro the 
' Law, then ler the end for which be did ic be 


8 what ir will, your Argument is confnted ; for 
1h here 1s ſome part of che Law commanded "y 
a Chriſt before his dearh, char is nor bindiny 19 


the belieyiovg Gentiles ſince rhe reſurreRio». 
O 4 Bnet 
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- - But ſecondly, whereas you ſay that this tex; 
Mat. 8,4, ſpeaks of a gift, but not an altar ] 
anſwer, -that I never heard that the Prieft in 
Moſes Law did ever offer a-gifc withont an altar; 
my reaſon is, becanſe Chrilt ſaith, Afar. 23.1 9, 
That the altar ſaniitfieth the gift : therefore this 
0:ft ſpoken of Mar,s, mult nceds be a gift to be 
offered npon an Alcar, as well as that gift ſpo- 
ken of 2at.5, Mr. Coppinger. 

If you look ivto the rextlit 1s faid, The Leper 
Was to offer as ſes commanded ; now if we 
Will ſee how Moſes comminded the Leper to 
offer, let ns read Lev, 1.4.4,5,6,7.We ſhall there 
read of the Prielts taking two birds,and his kil- 
ling one of themoyer running water, and chat 
he did dip the living bird in the blood of that 
which was killed , and chen che Prieſt was to 
lec the livivg bird fly away into the open field: 
this indeed was to be done for the cleanſing the 
Leper : but here is not one word that the 
Prieſt was co offer any thing upon the Altar,io 

All this Chapter. 
* Mr, Ives. 

Have a care,Sir, what yon fay ; utter nothing 
raſhly : for if you look bur intothe 20 verſe 
of this 14 of Leviticus, you ſhall ſee that che 
Prieſt was to offer the burn: Offering and the 
meat Offering upon the ALTAR, andthe Prieli 
(hall make an Atonement for him, and he ſhall 
be cleap, 

Mr 
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Mr. ( 9ppimger, 

Bnet what ifhere was an Alrar ? this was ſpo- 
ken by Chriſt co the leper,afrer he came off the 
monnt ; but onr diftzr-nce lay abour the mean- 
ing of the word Altar and Gfe, in Chrilts Ser- 
mon upon the Mount, : ſat. 

Mr, ves. 

I pray Sir, confeſs your Ecrrour for (ham? ; 
for 1s 1c not a ſhame for yon co to tel! us, that 
Chriſt commanded the Lever to offer his Gift 
without an Altar, when Chriſt bid him offer it 
5 Moſes commanded? and when you curned 
to the Law of Moſes, did you ror (ay, the 
Prieſt was ro offer without an Altar ? and now 
I ſhew you that the Prize did offer upon the 
Altar, for the clenſing of che Leper, yon pur ic 
off,and rell me,Whar if chere were an Altar? ic 
1s not to your purpoſe ; why did you nor fay fo 
at firſt, and ſave ns this labour ? bur give me 
leave corell yon 294in, that ic is ro my purpole 


to ſhew yon the Errour of your Argument : for 


if Chriſt commands the Leper ro obſerve all 


thoſe ceremonial obſervations for his clenfing, 
then is your Argument falſe, chat fauh, All 


things that Chritt commanded us in bis Sermon 


-npon the Monnt, all believing Gentiles are 


bonnd co obſerveto the end of the world; bur 


you ſay this thac Chriſt commands che Leper 


todo, was not on the Monnr,but as ſoon as he 


came che Mount 4% this (you ſay) is nothing 


co 


ro Gift and Altar, mentioned in at. 5, in his 
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mon upon the Monnt, I aniwer, That the 
erence itf places, eſpecially ſo little differ. 
ence as between Chriſts being on the Mouny, 
and off ſromche Mount , could not make a dif- 
ference in his commands, Secondly, it cannor 
reaſonably be imagined, that Chriſt would 
command the Leper to do any thing when he 
came off the Mount, char was contradictory to 
what he did command when he was upon the 
Mount; therefore I have great reaſon to be- 
lieve that the Altar that he commands them to 
offer cheir Gift on, in eAcar. 5.in his Sermon 
npon the Monnt, isthe material Alrar, like un 
co that which he bids the Leper offer his Gift 
on , as {oon as he comes off from the Monnt, 
Mats. and this I the rather believe, becauſÞ,, 
thar chere 13 no text from the beginning of cheſ 
Bible tothe death of the Meſſiah, that ſpeaks of 
2n allegorical Alrar, 
Mr. Coppingers 

It mzy be underſtood allegorically in thi 
place, though it might nor be nnderfiood fo ir 
the old Teſtament ; as for inſtance;the Apoſi!: 
ſpeaks of a text our of the Pſalms, in the chic 
of rhe Romans,where he {aich, They were all gov 
out of the way, &c, where he uſerh thoſe gene 
ral cerms, 1a a ſence differing from che old Te 
tament, el 
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Mr. ves. 

nl 1 anſwer : firſt, That the Apoſtle doth mor 
"Sat any other ſence upon thoſe words, them 
David puts npon them in the Pialms: ſecond» 
y, if he did, thar is no rale for you ; as for 
ntance,David (zith inthe ſixteenth Pſalm, that 
od will not leave his ſoul in hell, &c. this the A» 
oltle ſaich, 4,2, 31, that David ſpake of the 
'WeſurreFion of Chriſt : ſo in like manner, 
rhe hongh I may re(train a text,when God refirzing 
be-F:, and allegorize a text, When the holy Ghoſt 
0 Both warrant me ; may I therefore allegorize a 
0B, when I have no warrant, as you do this 
un at. 5. which I ſhall leave co the Aﬀembly 
5 judge, whether the gifr,end alter upon which 
hriſt commands the gift ro be offered, be al- 
oorical or literal? And if ic be ſpoken of e 
tarertal alrar, chen have I confuced your Argn- 
ent , by ſhewing char ſome things thac Chriſt 
ommanded 1n his Sermon upon the Mounrare 
por in force ro all believing Genrtilesrerhe end 
f che world. 


Moderator. 
I pray Sir, if you have another Argument, 
Wrge it briefly,for I perceive the time 1s expired 
hat you agreed to break off ar. 
; Mr. ( oppinger. 
TB 1fhallchen briefly urge one Argumzergwtnct 
tke as followeth : 


If the ſeventh day ſabbach was of force be- 
jOre 


[204] 
fore the death of Chriſt, co believing Ge: 
tiles, then it 1s of force (lll, 

Bur che ſeventh day ſabbath was of force he. 
fore che death of Chrift co believing Gep 
uiles, 

Ergo, it is of force (till, 

; Mr, Ives, | 
Sr n, I wondertchat you make Argument 
chart have not one true Propolition 18 them, fo 
this is like the laſt, both Propoſitions beip: 
falſe : however, prove the Minor. 

It ts %bſervable, that 1r.Coppinger, in the 

Diſpute before this, did affirm, That all the Gent 

were bound to keep all the ceremonies of the Lawi 
Moſes : now then if this be a good Argument ni) 
we muſh keep the ſevemh day ſabbath now , b+ 
cauſe we were to keep it before the death of Chril 
then we maſt be circumciſed and offer ſacrifices, 
the ſame reaſon, breauſe be himſelf did confeſs thi 
thoſe things the Gentiles were bound to obſerve, bt 
fore the death of Chriſt. 

Mc.( opringer. 

If . the Reaion of a Law doth remain the 
lame that ic was before Chriſts deat! 
the Lew doth remain che ſame, 

But the reaſon of the ſeventh day ſabbuiiMe 

4 b i F148 doth remain, 0 
” YRS 5; Ergo, the Law for the ſeventh day ſabbarff d 
1K) 16d doth remain, Mr. Ives. i 
4s Fey 'X, I deny the M:jor: for that which you call ct 
0M; fi ret 
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eafon of a Law, may remain the ſame , when 
he Law doth not remain: and for chis, I ſhall 
jive you two inſtances, inſtead of many, 

The firſt is Exod, 23. 11, there you ſhall find 
hat the reaſon why God would have /ſra:/co 
eep the ſeventh year for a ſabbath, in which 
hey ſhould nor gather chat which grew of its 
wn accord , it was for the good of the poor, 

at the poor of thy people might be refreſhed, Exod, 
3- now a man may as well ſay, he mutt ler his 
pd lie every ſeventh year, becauſe the rea- 
20 remains, viz. That he may reireſh the poor 
pf his people ; as he may ſay he mnſt keep the 
venth day ſabbath, becanſe the reaſon of that 
Maw is in forces which is, Thar his ftranger and 
rvant,and cattle may be refreſhed, 

Bur forcher, there is another reaſon nroed 
Shy we muſt keep the Law that commands 
e ſeventh day ſabbath, and char is (fay you) 
ecauſe we believe, as well as che Jews, that 
zod made heaven and earth 1n fix dayes, and 
ted the ſeventh, therefore we as well as the 
ews, malt work (1x dayes, and keep the Satur- 
ay, or ſeventh day ſabbath : Ifſaygthis conſe- 


achſience dorh not follow ; for the reaſon why 


Irael was commanded to fanQike the prieſts, 
e ſons of Aaron, was, becauſe the Lord their 
20d did ſavAifie them, Lev.2 1,9. now thongh 

fd do belicye with 1ſrzel,;thar cheLord doth fap- 
file me, yet T1 am not bonnd for this _ to 
aſi 
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ſanRifice the prieſis, the ſons of Aaros: th 
you ſee by theſe ewo inſtances, that th 
reaſon of a Law may be the ſame, when th, 
Law is not the ſame, 

Mr. Coppinger. 

Asco yonr firit initance, namely, that thy 
{eventh yeer was commanded for a Mon 
reaſon : lanſwer, This was not ap nviverſal re 
ſon; for che rext ſaich, Thar the poor of THY 
ple may eat, Which was nor forall: and as « 
your ſecond in{tgnce, I confeſs the rea( 
doth remain and is univerſal, viz, That Go 
doth ſan&tific us; and therefore 1 ſay che 
remaips,thac we ſhould ſapRifie Gods Miniſte 
Rl. 

Mr. Ives, 

As for your Anſwer co my fitlt inſtance, ! 
doth fizvifie lictle : for I ay refreſbing th 
poor is 4 mora] and nniverſal-dury ; and it rh 
the ſeventh yeer of reſt was commanded fx 
the benefic of their poor and cattle, chen | 
your Argument, if che reaſon of this Law, (vi 
that che poor ſhonld be refreſhed) do remai 
then 1t muſt needs follow, by yonr Logick, thi 
the ſeventh yeer ſabbath mult remain, as we 
as the ſeventh day ſabbath. 

And as touching your an{wer to my (econ 
inſtance, I muſt cell yon, that in your Anſw 
yon have confuted your ſelf; for you confeſs tit 
reaſon of the Law remains,which was giyen t! 
Iſrag] forſanRifying the prieft, ,- ex 

D 
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Secondly, you ſay ther the Law remains that 
hn LE muſt ſanAtife Gods Miniſters : then by 

El your favour, if you can make the reaſon of the 
TE Law for ſanRifying che Prieſt, the ſons of Aa- 
ron, areaſon why yon ſhould ſanRifie not the 
= ame bur anorher Priethood, then I may make 
E the reaſons for ſanQifying the ſeventh day ſab- 
bath, ſerve for the ſanRifying not the ſame bur 
another day, | 

Mr, Coppinger. 

So you may , if yon can prove the aboliſhing 
of the ſeventh day ſabbath, as I can proxe rhe 
Raboliſhing the Levitical Prieſthood. - 

Mr. Ives. 

Thenyou have confriced your ſclf again, and 
anſwered your own Argument: for your Argn- 
.Wmenc was, that where-ever the reaſon of a Lav 
emaing, there the Law remains ; and you have * 
onfefied thar the reaſon of the Law dorh re- = 
nain why God would bave 7ſrae! ſavRifie the | 
rieſt , the ſons of Aaron ; and now in your 
"Waſt anſwer cell me , That that Priefthood is a- 
"{boliſhed. So then, if I conld never ſhew you 
hat the ſeventh day ſabbath was aboliſhed, yer 
have confuted your Argument,by ſhewing thae 
he reaſon of a Law doch remain when the Law 
loth not remain, and you have confefled both ; 
ſor you lay that the reaſon why Iſrael was to 

BinQtifie that Prieſthood, is the ſame (li]] , viz, 
Dccauſe (God ſanAtfies his people; apd you 
| Cons 
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confeſſed ;be Law is northe {ame ; for you (ay, 
The Prielihoed is aboliſhed. 

Bur laſtly , Ihave ſhewo you in the forme 
Diſpucarion , that the ſeventh day ſabbath waſſ 
aboliſhed as well. as the Levitical Priefihood, 
by an Argument which you conld not anſwer, 
which I raiſed from char text Co/,2,16,17,with 
which 1 ſhall conclude this Difpyration * Lt 
18 man therefore judge Jou inmeats or in drinks, 
or in veſpett of a holy day, or of the new moons, n 
of the SABB ATH days , which are eA S H 4. 
DOW of things to come : Uut the body © of Chrif, 


Thu having given a faithful account of all th 
Arguments and Anſwers that were inſiſted « 
in the ſeveral Diſputations, without omittin 
of any one text of Scripture, Argument « 
eMAvuſwer » that was wrged on ether ſide ; | 
ſhall leave the whole to the judgement of tho 
that are impartial, deſiring of God that it m4) 
anſwer the erds for which it ts ſent forth int 
the world , which u the glory of 4lmight 
GOD, and the eſtabliſhment of the Weak : 
which u all that ts herein ajmed at , by th 
Friend , 

JL 
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POST-SCRIPT. 


READER, 


| Thowght good to pive notice, that at the end of 
L this laft D ute, I promiſed that which 1waow 
the Providence of GOD performed, viz, An a6” 
ount of all the Arguments aud Anſwers inſiſted on 
» the ſeveral Diſpmations : this promiſe heikg 
wade publickly, before the meeting was diſſolved, 
Dottor Chamberlain, ad My, Tillem » 44 
r. Coppinger being then preſent : - at which 
ime, Doftor Chamberlain told mey- That if / 
p:1u1d print but two Arguments that he would ſend 
ſome, with Anſwers to them, I might print what 1 
ould ; I thereupon told him, that 1 would not onely 
rint and anſwer his two Arguments, but alſo (God 
| iſting ) [ would anſwer what other «Arguments 
hat either he. or any of them ſhould ſend to me,pro- 
ided they [ent them within fourteen dayes aſter:and 
or this 14 dayes, I ſftaid 21 days, in all which time 
heard not a word 'from any of them ; yo 2 or 
P | ſo 
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o much as ay excuſe ſrom Doftor Chamberlain, 
though he did aq challenge me to anſwer hy 
:ws Arguments , and as fa abfoly promiſe to ſen 
thetww-to my howſe : which I wonder at , ſeeing þ1 
bath divers times paſt by my door ſince then , ( al 
have been informed ) and yet never ſo much as lf: 
a word about it. 

This I am provoked to certifie, left any tha 
heard this promiſe from Dottor Chamberlain, 
ſhonld think that I bad received his Argument 
and concealed them; the thought of any ſuci 
thing is far enough from the heart of him tha 


London, Thy Friend in the Truth, 
165} JER. IVES 
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eAn Appendix to the former 
Diſputations. 


tha 
in, 
ent! Have annexed this inſuing Appendix, for the infor- 
(uch marion of the weak, and thoſe that are not acquaint- 
oh ed with the Laws and Terms of Diſpurarion ; and ir 


may alſo ſerve for the general uſe of all tharav&de- 
fire to be ſatisfied in the preſent controverfie, who per- 
haps may not have leaſure er parience to read all the 
auth, foregoing Arguments and Anſwers urged in the prece- 

"WM ding Diſputations : and herein I ſhall obſerve this me- 

thod, Furſt, 1 ſhall lay down ail choſe Arguments that 
ES. have ever mer with, whichare levied for the defence 
of the Saturday-Sabbath ; with brief Anſwers thereunto, 
Secondly, | ſhall urge the Reaſons why I am perſwa- 
ded the Saturday-ſabbath is nor in force to the belee- 
| ving Gentiles, 

Thirdly, I ſhall ſhew ſome Reaſons for the juſtifying 
| the preſent praiſe of the Chriſtians in their Religious 
obſervations of the firſt day of the week, otherwiſe called 

the Lords-day, . 

And firſt, to the firſt, namely, the Arguments thar are 
[..rged by ſome Judaizing Chriſtians for the defence of 
{the ſeventh-day ſabbath 3 and they are of three ſorts 2 
Urhe firſt ſort are raken from the Scriprures, the ſecond 
Ifrom ſome Reaſons in Nature ; and the third forr of 
Reaſons are raken from Tradicion. I ſhall plainly and 
briefly ſpeak firſt ro the firſt ( viz, ) rhoſe Arguments 
that are alledged for rhe Sarurday-ſabbarh oF of the 
P Scrip- 
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men, had they continued in that eſtare, So indeed 4- 
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Scriptures ; and theſe are, ſomeraken from —_ out of 
the Old, and ſome from Texts out of the New Tefta- 
ment ; I ſhall firſt begin with vhoſe Arguments urged 
for the defence of the ſeventh-day ſabbarh our of the old 
Teſtament, and they arc of two ſorts ; firſt, ſuch as arc 
taken from example ; and ſecondly, ſuch as ſeem tobe 
grounded upon a command. 

1 Argum. The firſt Reaſon is taken from Gods example, 
Gcn, 2.2, And God reſted the ſcventh-day, &c. and ve;, 
3. God bleſſed the ſeventh day, and ſanRified it : Be- 
cauſe that in it he reſted from all his work which God had 
created aad made : wheace theſe things are urged, firſt, That 
God ſanttified this day, therefore all beleeving Gentiles 
ought to ſaattifie it. Secondly, This was iPoken while A- 
dam was i# ianocencie, and ſo conſequently to all bis poſte- 
ty, 

"An . To which I anſwer, firſt, that Gods example;un- 
leſs we haye a command, dorh not binde all the world; 
for God ſan&ificd the Prieſts, and the Temple, and the 
Alrar, and yet we are not bound to ſanftifie them : Ser 
for this purpoſe Exod.,z29, 44. 2 Chron. 7.16, Secondly, i 
whereas it 1s ſaid this was ſpoken to Adam,' and therefore Þ 
to all the world ; I anſwer, that all that was commanded 
Adam 4id not bind all the world ar all times, as appears 
by the commandment given to Adam to car of the uee 
of life, Gen x. and to forbear the tree of knowledge 0f 
good and evil; theſe Laws are not now binding to all the 
world, and yet they were given to Adam, and fo to all 


t 
l 
dam (hould have imitated God, had he continued inin-Þ: £ 
nocency, in keeping a perperual ſabbath ; for he ſhouliÞ? \ 
not have laboured ro add any cubirs ro the ſtature of that 
perfe& happineſs, no more then God wrought to add an) 
thing t the ſix days work, which was made perte& ani 
good 3 for Adam was only to dreſs and keep what was 9/- 
ready made, as God keeps and preſerves the world " 
his Pio idence ; in this ſence God works hitherto, *Þ 
: Chr 
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Chriſt ſaith, John 5. 17. bears 2 ſome ſuch caſes Adam 
{ſhould have imirared his Creator, if he had nor ſinned, 
Burt thirdly, theſe words, .Aad God [anftified the gm 
day, are urged by Moſes in Gen. 2. asa Reaſon why the 
Iſraclites in his time did keep rhe ſabbath, rather then 
ro ſhew that God ſanRificd the ſeventh-day for Adam 
and his Poſterity in innocencie : my reaſons are, firſt, 
becauſe all the Parriarks from Adam to Mos did not 
keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, which was rwo thouſand 
ycers and upwards, and in all this long tra&t of rime,not 
one word of the 75th-day ſabbath-kceping br breaking, 
S:condly, 7oſephus himſelf, a learned Jew, ſpeaking 
of this rcſt,ſaith, That Gods reſting on che ſeventh day 
was the reaſon why the Iſraelites repoſed or reſted upon 
that day, Lib, 1, Cap, », Now had the Jews underſtood 
the ſeventh-day had bcen ſan&iked hefore Moſes, Foſe- 
phus would have mentioned ir in his Hiſtory of An'quities 
from Adam tro Moſes, as well as other things, eſpeci- 
ally confidering the great occaſion which he had rade- 
tend the Antiquity of the ſabbath, from the gre re- 
proach that was caſt upon ir by Appion of Alexandria,who 
relis the Jews that their ſabbath was derived from the 


| Egyptian word Sabbo, which fignifizth a diſcaſe in the 


Privy parts, which ( ſaith he ) the Jews were {more with 


| after they had travelled fix days from Egypt, whereupon 


, 


they were forced to reſt the ſeventh-day, and therefore 
called it a Sabbath from the name of the diſeaſe, which 


{they called S1bbo, Now Joſephus could not have a ber- 


ter Argument to have vindicated- the J:ws ſabbath a- 


' gainſt Appoas foul aſperſfions, bur by ſhewing ro the 


world thar the ſabbath was kepe from the Creation of the 


| world unto that time, and nor taken up by the Jews in 


the wilderneſs after they came out of Egypt. Now though 
Folephas doth vindicatc the ſabbath from being derived 
of the Egyptian word Sabbo, by ſhewing that it was deri- 


| ved from the Hebrew word Sabbath, which figniticth reſt : 


yet he never vindicaterh the Jews —_ n that 
P x other 
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ether Allegation of Appions ( viz, ) hat the firſt begin, 
ning of it was in the wilderneſs, after that Iſracl camg 
out of Fgypt, as any one may ſce that reads oſephus y 

ainſt Appion, Lib. ». which clearly ſhews, that the ſab. {© 
bach was nor kept before Iſrael came into the wilder. MW 
neſs, Thirdly , The Scriprure uſually ſpeaks at 
this rate 3 for there is ſuch a kind of expreſſion 
uſed by Moſes In this very chapter Gen, 2,11. where he 
rells us of the river Piſoa, that compaſſeth the whole land of 
Havilah, where 'thcre is gold, &c. nor thar this land was 
ſo called in Eden while Adam was in innocencie ; for Ha- 
_ vilah was not born till after the flood, by whoſe name 
this land was known and called; and yer Moſes by antici- 
pation calls it the land of Havilab, with reference unto 
thar name which ; 600 yeers afterwards itdid receive; 
and that Havilah was not born till after the flood,appears 
Ges. 10. 7, and that the flood was more then 1 600 yeer; 
after the Creation, appears not only by what the Scrip- 
tures tell us, bur by the conſent of Chriſtian writers : ſe: Þ 
Auguſt, de Civitate Dei, lib, 15, cap. 20, and lib, 15. cap, 
12, 14. and yct Moſes calls a Country by this namein 
his deſcribing of the garden of Edea, which was no other- 
wiſe true, but with reſpe& to what it was afterwards cal- 
led; in like manner Moſes ſaith, God ſanftified the [c- 
venth-day, Gen. 2. 2. which alſorefers ro the Law that 
God gave to'Iſracl by the hand of Moſes for the ſani- 
fying of it. And leſt this ſeem ſtrange, I ſhall give you 
ED Text, that by the mouth of two or three wirnel- 
ſes every word may ſtand ; ſee therefore Exod. 16. 3 2,71, 
34. Inthe 32 verſe the Lora did command that an 01:1 
of the Manna ſhould be pur in a por to be laid before the 
teſtimony of the Lord,and the 2 4 v.ſaith,That as the Lois 
commanded Moſes, ſo Arron laid it up before the teſt: mony of 
the Lord: which was no otherwiſe true, bur with reſpe& t, 
what was done agerwards ; for as yet there was no Atl 
nor Teſtimony made, as appears, if we conſider that 2 
ehis time j.1e Iſraclites were ſojourning in the wilderne! 
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[215] | 
of Sit; and the command for the Ark, and rhe making '9f 
the Tabernacle was nor given till they came to Sinaz , 
Exod, 25.10, at which time the Teſtimony was given to 
them, and yet mention is made of this before : ſoin like 
manner, when Moſes ſaith Ger. 2, That God did ſanttifie 
the ſeventh-day, hc is robe underſtood inthe ſame ſenſe, 
as the other Text is underſtood, where it is ſaid, Aarozs 


$ 11d 49 the Manaa beforc the Teſlimoay, which relates ro 


what was afterwards done when the Law was given ; even 
after the fame manner doth Moſes ſpeak in Gen. z, when 
he ſaith, God did ſagfifie the ſeventh- day; not that he did 


z ſanftific ir in Eder, any more then Aaron laid up the 
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Manna in the wilderneſs of $4 before.che Teſtimony ; 
bur thar he did fan&ifie ir wben he gave his Law to 7h 
el : and this is furcher confirmed by what hath been ſpo- 
ken ( v3z. ) that from the Creation of the world to the 
rune of Moſes, which was above ewo thouſand yeers,there 
is not one word mentioned of the ſeyenth-day ſabbath, 


| though occaſionally there is mention made of all other 


moral duries, 

Argum. 2. The next Reaſon that is readred why belee- 
ving Gentiles ſhould keep the Sabbath, is taken from the com- 
mand in Exod, 20.8, 9, 10, where God requireth 1ſ1ael to 
keep the ſeventh- day ſabbath; therefore Gen:le beleevers are 
bound to heep it. | 

I anſwer, That this Law was given to none bur Iſrael, 
as appears Pſal, (27. 19,20. He bath givenbis Laws to 
Facob, his ſtatutes and judoments to Iſrael : he bath not done 
ſo to any Nation, 'Again, the Apoſtle tells us Rom. 2. 
That the Jews were under the Law, bur the Gentiles 
were without the Law, 

Argum. 2. The Gentiles muſt keep all the nine command- 
ments, therefore they muſt keep the ſcuenth-day ſabbath. 

I anſwer, They are bound to all the nine expreſly and 
particularly by the light of Nature, and the Law of 
Chriſt; bur they are not ſo bound to the ſeventh-day ſab- 
bath, Again, thar Law of the fourth S_ ment 

P 2 bin is 


| | (216) j 
binds us as to Arime to worſhip, though not that tinx 
of the ſeyenth-day, Bur ſecondly, might not the: 
men as well objec this againſt the Apoſtle, who expreſy 
complains of the Gentiles for the breach of all the nin: 
Commandments, bur ner a word that they did not kee 
the ſeventh-day ſabbath,as I ſhall ſhew by and bywhic 
doubtleſs he would have had an occaſion to have done, 
had the ſeventh-day ſabbath-breaking been a breach « 
a Moral Law, as well as the other nine precepts, 


4. Argum. Another Argument us taken from the Rea 
ſons of the Law gzven to Iſrael, whichare, firſt, God ga 
this as a Reaſon why Iſrael ſhould reſt the ſeventh -day, be- Þ 
cauſe in ſix days be made Heaven 4nd Earth : therefore if thi Þþ 


Reaſon be beleeved by Chriftian Gentiles , then this Law 
ſhould be obſerved by them 


Secondly, God commanded Ifael to reſt the ſeveath-duy, 
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becauſe it was the ſabbath of the Lord th:ir God + tbereſor: 
if Jehovah be the Lord our Cod, his ſabbath muſt be our ſab-|. 


bath, 

Thirdly, God did command this duty for the cood of ov 
ſervants and caitle; therefore if we will ſhew mercy to then, 
we muſt keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, 

1 axſwer to the firſt, that the Reaſon of a Law may be 
univerſal, and always remain, when the Law doth not 
remain 3 as for inſtance, the Reaſon why God would have 


the people of Iſracl to ſanQike the Prieſts the ſons of A Þ 


roa,was, becauſe he was the Lord that did [anftifie them, Le- 
vit. 21, $8, Now I hope all Chriſtian Gentiles beleev: 
that God doth ſan&ific them : bur doth it therefore fol- 
low, that becauſe God doth ſan&ihe beleeving Genriles, 
that therefore they muſt ſan&ife a Levitical Prieſthood: 

Secondly, The place of Iſracls worſhip was called the 


houſe of the Lorc. God, doth it therefore follow, that be-P: 


leeving Gentiles muſt therefore ſanKihe rhar place, be- 
canſe God is the God of the Gentiles > no more doth it 


follow, har becauſe the ſeventh-day was the ſabbath ©! ' 


the 


© por we 
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the Lord God.thar therefore [4 beleeving GeniiteOad 
obſerve ir. | 
Thirdly, Whereas it is ſaid, we muſt reſt the ſeventh - 
day, that we may ſhew mercy roour ſervants and cattle : 
lanſwer, we can do that by reſting the firſt day of the 
week, as well as by reſting the ſeventh, Secondly, If 
becauſe that we muſt ſhew mercy, be a Reaſon why we 
ſhould keep the ſeventh-day ſabbath, becauſc Iſrael was 


{ to keep it for that Reaſon, then we muſt alſodrink deep- 


er of this cup of Judai'm, and keep the ſeventh-ycer {ab - 
bath, becauſe that was commaniecd for the benefit of the 


| poor, Exod, 24, 11. That the poor of thy people may eat,&c, 
- Þ So that the Reaſons of a Law may have a being, when 


| the Law hath none ; as appears by the Reaſon of the 


wa <- 


ſanRifying the Pricſt, ir was, becauſe God ſanQiifies the 
people ; yet though we do beleeve that God doth ſan&i- 
fie us, yet we are'nort therefore to ſanifie the Legal 
Prieſthood : in like manner, though we do beleeve with 
Abraham, Iſaah, and Facob, that God made Heaven and 


{ Earth in fix days, andreſtzd the ſeventh, yer this is no 


Reaſon why we rather then they ſhould obſerve thar day, 
any more, then why we ſhould obſerve rtheother Judai- 
cal Laws, whoſe Reaſons are ſtil] rhe ſame, rhough the 
Laws are changed. 

5. Argum. The ncxt Arguments follow from the Scrip- 


* tures of the New Teſtament, and they are ſuch as pretend to 
| commazad and example ; even as the former: I ſhall firſt Peak 


to thoſe Texts that are cited ti prove that the ſeventh-day 
ſabbath was command-d ia. the New Teſtament : and the firſt 
is Mat. 5, 17, 13, the words are theſe : Think not that I 
am come to deſtroy the Law and the Prophets ; 1 am nor 


; come to deſtroy, bur to fulfil, For I ſay unto you, thar 


till Heaven and Earth paſs, one jot or on rittle ſhall in 


7 nowiſe paſs from th2 Law till all be fulfilled wheace it is 


wferred, that the ſcy:cath day ſabbath was a part of the Law, 
and thereſore it ſhoid remain as long as Heaven and Earth 
YEmain, ; 

[ 


- 
= = 4. aq FR Rd «./ 


— __ 
& LS 
x” , 

- A 
a 


SSP <<F 


"* 

<< 

*. —AY C #F '—\-z 
DI HE. £ E : 
CYHERe en 


_— 
-— 


- 2 4 
£ , | 
"4k > * » 
” 5 Cd 
a - 
_— LH o 
E + 
4 n+ EL: 4 
t>z : ” 4 
S< &. x - 


2% + bk: | 
ER <SES 


EE and Sen DLEY 3» c- 
——__— : 
SE 


4s "OY. ORECTRTY 
= wo a 
bf. ©: s "= \ h 
& _ 
= <0 


/ 
= 


- 
27 - 


| [218] ; 

I anſwer, firſt, that offcring of ſacrifices is alſo a part 
of this Law z bur doth it follow therefore that beleeying 
Gentiles muſt offer ſacrifices tothe end of the world : and 
that offerigg of ſacrifices is a poinrof this Law, ſee v.11 
24, where our Lord as truly «commands, that a man 
ſhould come and offer his gift upon the Altar, after he i; 
reconciled to his brother, as he doth injoyn any othe 
duty ; the like he commands of the leper that was clean- 
ſed, Mat. 8. 5. 


Secondly, Chriſt ſaith the ſame thing of the Prophers 


as well as of the Law, thar they ſhall nor paſs away 
till they are fulfilled, and yet many of chem were fulki- 
led in Chriſts cime, 

Thirdly, Chriſt ſaith of his own wards, Matth. 2.4. 35, 
That Heaven and Earth ſhall paſs away, but is word ſhal 
20t paſs ; and yet the 3 4 ver. ſaith, that, that Generatioz 
(hould aot paſs away till all thoſe things wete fulfilled, The 


* meaning then was clearly this, that rather then either 


the Law or his word ſhould paſs unfulfilled, Heaven and 
Earth ſhould paſs :; which doth inno wiſe argue thartal| 
the Law and Prophets ſhould remain unfulfilled ill the 
Heavens ſhould be no mare ; for the Text tells us, Ht 
came to fulfil the Law and Prophets ; ſothart if all the Lay 
and Prophers be unfulfilled, Chriſt did not anſwer the 
cnd of his coming ; and if any be fulfilled, then ALL 
the Law muſt not laſt till the Heavens be no more ; and 
if any be fulfilled, then the ſeventh day ſabbath may be 
fulfilled, fince the ſabbath is called a ſhadow of gout 
things ta come, Col. 2.16, 17. However, if any of ria 
Law Mat. 5. be fulfilled by Chriſt, noman can conclude 


reaſonably from that Text, that the ſcyenth-day (abba Þ 


15 In force, 


Laſtly, Thogh all this Law Mar. 5. was in force bc: ; 


fore Chriſts death, yer we are freed from the Law by ti: 


death of Chriſt, Rom. 7. 2, 2,6. therefore no Argument 


ean be drawn from this Tcxt to prove the ſeventh-da) 
abbath/unlcſ Chriſt or his Apoſtles had reinforced the 
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obſervation of ir afcer his ReſurreRion, . 

6, Argum, I come 40w to the fixth Argument, and that 
is drawn from Mart. 24.20, ver. where Chriſt bids the Diſci« 
ples pray, thar their flight was nor on the Sabbath day z 
whence #t i inferred, that if Chriſt would not have had the 
ſabbath ſanftified after his Reſurrcf&ion, be would never 
have caution?d his Diſcap!cs to pray, that their flight was not 
wpon the ſeventh day ſabyath, wi1.ch was a Prophejie to be 
fulfilled after the Reſurreftion. 

L anſwer, that this rovzs no more that Chriſt would 
have the ſabbath {anSified by the beleeving Genriles., 
then it proves bc would have the winter time ſanQtifiedz 
for he likewiſe bids them pray, that they might nor fly in 
the winter, 

Secondly, if the fabbath had bcen in force,they might 
fly ro ſave their lives on the ſabbath, and therefore that 
could not bethe reaſon why they ſhould pray rhey _ 
not fly upon the ſabbath : for it Chriſt allowed his Dilci- 
ples to walk through the corn-ficl4s upon the ſabbath, 
and pluck che ears of corn toſarisfic a little hunger, he 
would not ( if the ſabbath had been in force ) have 
judged ir a breach of the ſabbath for them ro fly ro ſave 
their lives, | | 

Thirdly, The rcaſon why they were to pray that they 
might not fly on that day,was, becauſe the ſeditious Jews 
( as ſtories make mention ) were ſo zealous of their ſals- 


| baths, thar if any for fear of an enemy ſhould have offte- 
re1 to fly ro ſave his life upon the ſabbath, rhe Jews 


themſclves would have laid hands firſt upon him; thexc- 


| fore Chriſt bids them pray, that they may nor fly then, 
| leſt they ſhould be in perils by their Countrymen, as 


_- 


ahi. * $6.54 


well as by the Romans, who ſhould invade them ; which 
perils of cheir own Countrymen they were not ſo likely 


| ro meer with in their flight upon another day. 


Objet., But it is further Objefted, Why i 1hat day ca) 


| led a ſabbath day, winch +45 to come to pf? after the Aſcen- 


1 fon, if Chrift wou'd nt 1:12 it obſerved 2 


1 


- -— =. —o4A —_— 4 .. 


| (220) | 

I anſwer, That it was ordinary forthe Jews days to he 
ealled after the death of Chriſt, by the old names they 
had before ; as the Paſſeover is frequently fo called by 
the Apoſtles, after thoſe chings were aboliſhed, AF. ;2, 
2. Aft. 18,21, AfE,20, 16, and fo 1 (or. 16.8. Pay 
faith, he will terry at Epheſics rill Pentecoſt; ſo that Chriſt; 
calling it by the name of the ſatpath day, doth no mee 
prove it is in force, then Paul's mentioning the feaſt: of 
Pentecoſt, proves that we ought to obſcrve the feaſt of 
Pentecoſt, 

7. Argum, It s ſaid, after Chriſt was dead , that 
the wmen prepared ſpices an1 oyntments, and reſted 
the ſabbath day according to the commandment, Lk 
23. 56+ Therefore the ſaubath day was a commandment 11 
force after Chriſt was dead, 

& 1 anſwer, Firſt, that thefe were not beleeving Gentiles, 
which are the ſubje&s under debate, Bur ſecondly, the 
Law of the New Teſtament was not cſtabliſhed ill 
Chriſts Reſurre&ion, when he ſaith, Mat.28.18.That all 
power i Heaven and Earth was giv ro him ; therefore no 
marvel that theſe were found in their Old Teſtament 
obſervations, Thirdly, It was no cafic matter to rake 
off the zeal even of belecving Jews themſclves from the 
Law of Moſes, after Chriſt was aſcended : you ſee this 
in Peter,who was an eminent Apoſtle, yer he had ſo much 
Conſcience of the Law after the partition-wall was 
brokendown, that he would not cat with the Gentiles, 


nor eat any thing which in the Law was common or un- 


clean, At.10.14-28. and ſo .Att.2 1, 20, 21, there were 
thouſands of Jews that did belceve, that were zealous 
of the Commandments ; doth ir therefore follow thar 
thoſe Commandments were in ferce 2 in like manner, it 
doth not follow, that becauſe theſe women kepr the ſe- 
venth day ſabbath according to the command,thart there- 
fore the Commandment for the ſabbath was to be in 
force to beleeving Gentiles after Chriſts ReſurreRion, 
P_—_ If this were a gooi Argument, rhe Jewiſh 


women 
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women kept the Sabbath according to the Commiand- 
ment after Chriſt was dead, therefore the Commandment” 
is in force to belceving Gentiles after his ReſurceEion 3 
would it not be a« good an Argument, for a man to ſay, 
that Pau! being a Jew kept the Feaſt of Penrecoſt after 
Chriſt was riſen , therefore beleeving Genriles might 
keep the Feaſt of Pentecoſt fince Chriſt isriſen ? 

Argum. 8, Chriſt ſatth, the ſabbath was made for man, 
Mark 2,27. which is to be u1derſtood of every man z there« 
foreit is a Law binding to beleeving Gentiles. 

L anſwer, Firſt, Thar all the whole Law of Iſracl was 
made for man, doth ir therefore follow, that all that law 
was binding tobelecvingGentiles? & thar all thar whole 
Jaw that was given upon the mount, both Moral and Ce- 
remonial,was made for manz ſee Deut 5.24. Tou have ſeen 
this day, that God doth talk with MAN, and he liveth. Now 
God was {zid to ſpeak to M A N inthis place, and yet 
this word mantis reſtrained to the Nation of Iſracl,unleſs 
any will be ſo abſurd as tothink, that all the Laws gzven 
upon mount $iz4; were for ever binding to all the world : 
in like manner, the ſabbath might be made for man, as 
the reſt of the Jews Laws were, which yet are not un- 
verſally binding. 

Secondly, Ir is ſaid, That the woman was made for 
MAN, which is the ſame, and yet it may be good for a 
man not to touch a woman, 1 Cor. 7. i, by which 1tap- 
pears, that though a woman was made for Adam or man, 
yet a man may lawfully live without a woman: ſo though 
the ſeventh day ſabbath was made for man, whick in 
Greek is Aathropos, itdorh no more follow, that there- 
tore every man muſt keep the ſeventh day, then ir follows 


| that becauſe a woman was made for man, that therefore 


every man 1s bound to marry. 

9. Argum. The next Screpticre levied {or to prove that 
the ſeventh day ſabbath is commanded, is Heb. 4. 9. there 
remains a reſt ( 97 ſabbats/m) for che people of God. From 
whence tt is weed, firſt, that the people of God »N keep £4 
6 ſabbath, 
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{abbath, therefore beleeving Gentiles being Cods people,myf 
keep a Sabbath, Secondly, That this is the ſeveath day, ap. 
pears ( ſay they ) becauſe the Author to the Hebrews alludeth 
to the ſcuenth day, on which God reſted, ver. 4. 

I anſwer, Firſt, by conceſhon, that that ſabbath « 
reſt there mentioned, the people of God both Jews and 
Gentiles ſhall keep and cnyoy, 

Bur ſecondly, This is not the ſeventh day ſabbath or 
reſt : firſt, becauſe rhe ſeventh day ſabbath was a reſt 
commanded ; bur this is a reſt or ſabbath promiſed,as ap- 
pears verſe the fiſt ; Ler us fear, left a PROMISE beiag 
left of entring into reſt, any ſhould come ſhort through unbe- 
lref. 

[cently This could nor be the ſeventh day reſt, 
becauſc it is a reſt only provid:d for beleevers to enter 
into ; bur unbeleevers might enter into the ſeventh day 
reft, and ſo might their cattle alſo :; therefore unbelec- 
vers did nor, nor could not enter into this reſt, ver, 11, 
Ler 5 therefore labour to enter: into that reſt, left any man 
fall after the ſame example of unhelecf. 

Thirdly, Whereas it is ſaid, that the Author alludeth 
ro the ſeventh day reſt, becauſe it is ſaid, God reſted the 
ſeveath day, ver.z. 1anſwer, This Text doth no more 
prove thar the Gentiles are commanded ro obſerve 
thar time of reſt, becauſe the Author ailuderh to the ſc- 
venth day, then it proves they were ro obſerve that place 
of reſt, ( v44, ) the Land of. Canaan, becauſe he alludeth 
co that place v 8.0; if Foſhua bad gruen them reſt,he would 
nat afterwards have (poken of another day; by which words 
the Author doth as truly allude to the place of reſt 
that 7oſh1a conduRed |ſrael to in Canaan ashe doth al- 
lude to the time of reſt, rharGod reſted on; and therefore 
this clcerly proves that both were rypical ; for Joſhua did 

Tive them thereſt in Canara , and a reſt upon the 
ſeventh day, and yet he propheſies of another reſt, and 
another dzy ; which clearly proves, this was neither the 
time ef ref nor the place of reſt char Iſrael did enjoy ; 
x11at 
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thar the Aurhor means 3 bur that place of reſt and time 
of reſt, which under the Goſpel the belcevers have in 
hope, and which after all their labours and travels they 
ſhall at laſt have in hand, and reſt from all ſorrow and 
labour ( when that great ſabbath ſhall commence ) ag 
God did from his labour, when he had ended his work of 
Creation. To this agrees Mat. 11 28. Come unto me all ye 
that labour, and 1 wilk give you reſt ; and Revel, 14. 12. 
Bleſſed are the dead which die in the Lord, from benceforth 
ſaith the Spirit, that thcy MAY reſt from their labours, and 
their works do follow them. 

To Arg. Iproceed to the next Text of Scripture, which 
is much inſiſted on to prove the ſeventh day ſabbath 1s i& force 
to beleeving Gentiles by a Commandment, and that is Jam.z.. 
8,10, where the whole Law is required, aad where it is 
ſaid, we ſhould not offend in one point ; therefore the ſeventh 
day ſabbath being a part and a point of the whole Law, be - 
leerving Gentiles are bound to obſerve ut:tothis is added thoſe 
words of Paul, Rom. ;, 21. We eſtabliſh the Law. 

Anſ. To which I anſwer,firſt, that rhis word Law, and 
whole Law, is variouſly taken in holy Scriptures 3 and 
therefore it is not ſafe to conclude the ſeyenth day Sab- 
bath from ſuch Texts, leſt we are forced ar laſt todo as 
ſome did, who ſome years fince began to profcſle the Jew - 
iſh Sabbath, becauſe ir was a parr of the Law , and after- 
wards came by the force of the ſame reaſon ro keep all 
the Jewiſh Ceremonies , becauſe they were parts of the 
whole Law, and ar laſt went over Sea and turned Jews, 
and denied the Lord Chriſt to be the true Meſſiah. And 
that the word Law is variouſly raken , nothing is more 
manifeſt; for there is a Law of Moſes, Mal. 4. 4. and As 


| 13.39. there is a Law of Chriſt, Gal.6.z. there is the 
' Law of Nature, Rom. 2. 14. there is the Law of Works, 


and the Law of Faith , Rom. 3. 27, there is the Law of 


Liberty, James n.2+.and Jams 2.12, So [peahypnd ſo do, 
as they that ſhall be judged 1; the Law of LIB E « FT T. 
Now 


' Bondage, As 5. and 10. Gal. 5, 1. and pendent Law of 
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Now che great Queſtion will be, which of theſe Layy 
Fames means, when he tells us, We muſt keep rhewhol: law? 


0 
if he, means the whole Law of Moſes, then we muſt, *s 1 ? 
have ſaid, obſerve Circumciſion, becauſcthe' Jews did 
Circumciſe, rhatthe Law of MOSE $ might notbe I, 


broken, oh. 7,23. and the Apoſtle rells us, Gal, 5.2, x. 
That be that was circumciſed was bound to keepthe WHOLE N © 
Law;ſo that to underſtand thisText ro be meant of Mo{cs 
Law, will neceflarily introduce all Judaiſm z bur if we. 
thould underſtand it (as indeed we ought) for the Law of x 
Liberty, and the Law of Faith, which is the Law that 


Zames (peaks of in this Chapter, and that Pautdoth ſpeak ys 
of, when he ſaith, Rom. 3. 3'. He doth eſtabliſhthe Law ; I .. 


I ſay, if we underſtand the ward Law in this later ſence th 
for the Law of Chriſt, the Law of Faith, and the Law of 
Liberty ; 1 demand where any of theſe Laws da command }} g: 
a ſeventh day ſabbath > '$o that what-ever the Law Nc 
Chriſt, and the Law of Faith and Liberty,. and the Lay 
of Nature do injoyn us to obſerye, theſe we muſt obſeryc 
in cvery point, or we ſhall be guilcy of all, if we wilfully 
{ kreak the leaſt Command required in theſe Laws, which [* 
" in no place commands a ſeventh-dayabbarh : and that 
Fames means the Law of Liberty, the ſeCond;,Chaprer 1: 
Verſe will inform.us, For when he had inthe jo Verſe  ;,* 
rold chem, thar be that (zaned 142 oze point of the. Law wis i x 
gully of all ; hetells them in the 12 Verſe what Lav, 
he means, and therefore bids ſo do ,' as thoſe that ſhould bY | 
Judged by the Law of Liberty : ſotharunleſs any body can ſ 
prove, thatthe Law of Liberty doth command a ſeventh ny 
day ſabbath, they cannot prove, from this Text, thatthe I ,, 
believiag Gentiles are bound to obſerye- ig) any more 
then they are bound tq obſerve all theJewiſhrudiments; 
the obſervation whereof, experience reMs. us -is che fad 
and evil conſequence of this opinion, 
iT, Argm, The eleventh Argument 10 piige the (event y; 
day ſabvat, , is more zeneral then the fagmer, vie Breauſe ah 
Laws th were n:uer repealed are in foree ; thereſoe - of 
ſeven 


# 
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ſeventh day ſabbath is 8 force by a Law, becauſe it was onc? 
commanded and n ver repealed. 

1 anſwer , if by the not repealing of a Law, they do 
mean that which is nor expreſly and particularly repeal-' 
ed, then we muſt keep the Patlover ; for that was once a 
Law, and was never repealed expreſly and particularly, 

Again, we muſt kcepthe year of Jubilee, for that was 
oncea Law , and it was never expreſly and particularly 
repealed, Furthermore, by this Argument we muſt keep 
the ſeventh yecr for a ſabbath, and neither plow or ſow 
our fields, or do any work for that whole yeer, becauſe ir 
was once commanied, Levit.2g., and ir was never expreſly 
and particularly repealed : bur doth it therefore follow 
thatwe arc bound to o»ſerve theſe things? in like manner 
it doch nor follow that the ſeventh day ſabbath muſt be 
ſill obſerved, becauſe it was once cominanded, and in 
ſo many words was never repealed, 

Bur laſtly, The ſe venth day ſabbath is repealed in ol, 
3, where ir is called, 4 ſhadow of things 10 come. 

12. Argum. 1e come now to thoſe Texts that are wrged 
for Examples; and they are thoſe that tell us, that the Apoſtle 
preachet in rhe Synavogne every SABBATH-day, Af. 
12,14, 42. A, 16, 12,12. Att, 17.2, Aft. 13.4. whence 
t js inſrrred, that-we ought to walk as we have them for ai 
Example ; therefore if th:y kept the ſeventh day ſabbath, we 
mult. 

I argver; Then we muſt meer in a Jewiſh Synagogue 
2S well as the Apeſtles did every ſabbarh day : it rhey 
muſt be our Examples for A TIME of worſhip, they 
muſt be ſo for x PLACE of worſhip;for ſuch places were 
as well commanded as fuch rimes.' 

Secondly, The Apoſtle circumciſed Tymothy, muſt we 
therefore circumciſe 2 

Thirdly, The Apoflle Paz{4id obſerve the Law of the 
Vagarites, Af.21, muſt we therefore obſer yt ? 

Fourthly, Th: Apoſtle ſaid, He muſt needs kep the feaſt 
9 the Paſſeover, AR, 18,21, Doth ittheretore ollow that 
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we muſt keep rhe feaſt of the Paſſeover > and yer afte 
this manner do theſe menreaſon, ( viz, ) that they muſ 
keep the ſeventh day ſabbath, becauſe Paul kepr it, 

Fifthly, The Text doth nor ſay Pax! did keep the (ab. 
bath,any more then ir ſaith, he did reverence the ſan&y. 
ary ; bur that having the opportunity of theſe times an 
places in which the Jews were aflembled, he made ufc 
rhereof to preach Chriſt unto them. 

12 Argum. Having urged aad anſwered thoſe Arguments 
taken from commands ana Examples out of the Old and New 
Teſtameat, I come a9w to thoſe Arguments that plead the ſe. 
venth day ſabbaths Morality, from Natural Reafons : and 
the firſt is, That the ſeveath-day [abbath muſt neeeds be moral, 
becauſe ( as Mr, Spittlehouſe told me before many wit- 
neſſes ) that the ſeven Stars did preach the ſeventh day ſah- 
bath, and therefore the Heathen kept the Saturday, which i; 
ſo called of Saturn the ſeventh Planet, 

I anſwer, thar firſt, this is vain Philoſophy indeed, 

Bur ſecondly, Mr. Sputlehouſe is an ignorant Philoſe. 
pher, and a more ignorant Aftrologer, in ſaying, .that 
Saturn is the ſeventh Planer, which all writers in Aſtro- 
nomy and Aſtrology do declare ro be the firſt Planer,and 
accordingly ſo place it and call ir ; and therefore the 
J_ rather kept Saturday as the farſt day then the 

cventh day, becauſe Saturiis the firſt of all the ſeven 
Planets, 

Bur thirdly, The Heathen did keep every ninth day 
co Fupiter; doth it therefore follow that theſe were ſab- 
baths that God required > Again, Plutarch ſaith of The 
{ers, that the Athenians oftexed ro him their greare 
ſacrifices upon the cighth day of Offober, becauſe of his 
arrival that day from /'rt-;and rhey did keep the eighth 


day of every manth, becauſe he was derived of Neprin: ;iF 


and therefore Philo the Jew puts this. difference between 
Jews and C%ntiles ( v:z, ) chat the Jews kept a day cvc- 
ry week, þat the Gentiles did birr keep one in a moneth; 
by which it appcars,. that the ſevethay day of rhe week 

Was 
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was not more honoured by the Heathen, then the ninth 
day of the week, or the eighth day of the month,on which 
they offercd their greateſt ſacrifices, 

Bur laſtly, If ir were lawful thus to trifle, might nor 
a man as well prove Sunday, or the firſt day of the week 
to be a ſabbath, according ro the lighr of Nature, be- 
cauſe the Heathen ___ the Sun, as any body can 
prove Saturday to be a ſabbath, becauſe the Heathen 
worſhipped the Planer Saturn ? but cnough, if not more 
then enough of this vain reaſoning 

13 Argum. The thirteenth Argument is taken from the 
morality and perfetion of the number ſeven ; that t 1s a per - 
feft amber, and therefore when the ſeventh day comes we muſt 
reſt : for the proof of this rotzon, they cite Scriptures that 
magnifie the number ſeven, as Davids praying ſeven times 
a day, and Chriſts caſtiag ſeven Devils out of Mary Mag 
delene ; azd ſeven yeers of plenty, and ſeven ycers of fa- 
mine in Egypt, &c. 

To all which 1 anſ{wer,that one would think theſe men 
had ſuffered 7 yeers famine in a want. of Arguments for 
their opinion of the ſeventh, day,or elſe they would never 
catch ac ſuch things as theſe ; but I remember Solomon 
faith, To the hungry every butter thing is ſweet ; therefore if 
theſe men were not lanzuiſhing for want of Arguments, 
they would never feed themielves with ſuch vain argu- 
ings. For may nor the Papiſts pl&ad this Argument for 
their ſeven Sacraments, as well as theſe men can plead ir 
for the ſeventh day ſabbath > 

Bur ſecondly, Are not ether numbers both in Nature, 
ſacre4 and prophane wricings,as much ſer by as the mim- 
ber ſeven > as God male rwo lights, Gen. 1. 16, and he 
made man two eyes, rwo feer,two hands, and two ears ; ſe 
there was two tables of the Law, and rwo Nations jn Re- 
becca's womb, and rwo Teſtaments ; the like coum erati- 
on may be found of other numbes both in acred and 
prophanc writing : but this kind of arguing isJore like 


| Cornelivs Aorippe?s Occuly Philoſophy, then Chriſtian 
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14. Argum. The fourteenth, and laſt Argument is tabeg 
from the praftiſe of the Church , ihe three firſt Centuries afte; 
Criſt; whence they infer, that if the Chriſtians ſo loag after 
6opt the ſeventh day, it is a (13athat ut was gyven them in 
charge by Chriſt. 

To this 1 anſwer , that the Chriſtian Churches kept th: 
feaſt of Eaſter 300 years after Chriſt , doth this tolloy 
therefore that Chriſt gave the keeping of Eaſter in 
charge 10 them? and that the Churches 3oo years afte: 
Chriſt were zcalous of Eaſter day, is very obvious to all 
that have any acquaintance with the ſtories of rhoſ: 
times : ſec Euſeb, lib, 5, cap. 2T. 22, 23, 24. and herein 
were the Chriſtians divided ; the £aifte;z Churches kent 
it at the ſame time the Zews kept their paſſeover, and, 
the Weſt Churches kept it upon ſome Sunday following 
after : in like manner were they divided abour the oh- 
ſcrvations of their weekly dayes'; the Ebtoaites (ſaith 
Eſubius) were a ſort of Hereticks that were zealous «f 
the-Law, and did own the Epiſtle to the Hebrews , but 
denicd the Epiſtles of PauT,for that he ſpake againſt the 
Law; thoſe did keep the Fews ſeventh day with other Ce- 
remonies of the Law , and celebrate the Sundays in re- 
membrance of Chriſts Reſurreion, as other Chriſtians 
do,lib ;.c1p.24. The like ſaich Epiphanius,lio.x, Hereſ.2c, 
thus we ſce how the Chiiſtians were divided in their pra- 
Riſe about the weekly and yearly obſervation of dayes, 
that 'we may as eaſily prove Chriſt left the feaſt of the 
Pallevvci in charge to the Chriſtian world, as that he Jet: 
the ſeventh day in chargc, becauſe as the one was prai- 
ſed,ſfo was th: o:her,for more then 3 00 years after Chrif 

Harvuias mnlwert d the Arouments levied for the Jews C (15s 
bath ; 1 ſhall now urge reaſons why the Jews Sabbath , 9; tir 
ſ-ocath day S$bbath is ant of force tothe belzeving Gentilis ii 


the tim:3 of ile Goſpel, wither by the Law of aature, Moſes, i: 


Chrit, $ 
Aroumg 2. Firſtche Gentiles are nor commanded ©» 
the Lay 0! Nacur».., becauſe nature doth ncver convince 
4 $ 
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any of fin for not keeping the ſeventh day Sabbath , and 
yet it did convince the Gentiles of fin for nor keeping 
the other nine Commandments : now had the Sabbath 
been a moral Law, or a Law in nature, then would na- 
th. | crc as well have reproved her chilren for the profaning 
” Þ of it, as ir hath reproved them for r'1e breach gt all the 


Joy , 
.n reſt : and that nature hath reproved every mad for the 
"*% breach of all other laws, which arc moral, appears, it wc 


alÞ \ iew Rom,1.25., The Gentiles,who had not the law of 27g- 
fes,broke the firſt Commandment, in that they worſh;pp:4 


1oſe I I 3 

the Creature MORE then the Creator, Rom. ' .:5. which was 
T1) oh = __ 1 airl —_ 21} bat; 4 
_ againſt the irſt Commandment,tiar ſaith,” #277 have ao 


nd other Gods by: 012, They broke the ſecond Commandinent, 
in that they did change the glory of the incorruptibleGo4 


ins  . Z ; : 

ok, | into an IM AGE, made like corrvptible man, Rom. 
22. They broke the third Commanament, in that they 

2th 0 C > 

- c | Plaſphemed the name of God , Ros. 2.24. Bur nomen- 
I " 


hy tion of their breach of the fourth Commandment, They 
he @ Þroke the fiſch Commanimentr , in that rhey were dilobe- 
o dicnt to Parents , Roja, 1. 30, They broke the fixth 


Commandment , in that they were guilty of murder, 


to , * . 

1 xOM.1.29, They brokethe ſeycenth Commanament , in 
| thar they were guilty of fornication and unlawtu!l luſts, 
nf Kom.1. 26, 29. They broke the eighth Conmardment, 
M2 therefore the Apoſtle admoniſheth the converted Gen- 
Jer, : , ( bel ol / 
the tiles, Epheſ. 4. 17,28, that emmy WMC had (ol: (ſhould 


1 [1241 30 more ; ſhewing that in the dayes of their Genrile 
a || vanities they walked not according to the light of n2- 
if ture, Again,thcy broke the ninth Commandment, 77, 
MH 3-2. without aatural affefiion, truce-breahrirs, FALSY 
acciſers, They brake the renth Commandment , inthar 
they were guilty of covetouſneſſ: , Rom 1.2-, How ofren 
arc the Gentiles charged with theſe fins,both in r14 Old 
and New Teſtament , and yer they are n:vay charged "by 
th: Law of Nature for ſeventh. day S1bAgch brea| 

1192 and therefore Toſephs tells ws that WE | 1t 10s d:..4 


Fr , |! «. b * - * & _ 
Mmirte, and Tearncd to keep a Sa'bar? of tires pos 2 ro 
k _, # * 
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(faith he) our cuſtome hath ſpread it ſelf among the 
Nations, &c, clcarly proving that the light of Nature 
never taught the Gentiles ro keep the ſeventh day ſab. 
bath, Lib. z.contr, Appion. 

Again, ſecondly, the Gentiles:could nat keep the ſe- 
ven day by the light of Nature , becauſe they are ne 
exa&ly able ro compure the ſevench day from the Crea- 
tion, by reaſon that the Sun ſtood ſtill in Foſhua's time, 
and haſted nor to go down for a whole day ; and likewiſe 
the Sun went backwards ten degrees in Hegekzahs time, 
which was almoſt half a day : by reaſon whereof, the light 
of Naturc was never able to make a perf:& account of 
the ſeyenth day from the Creation, 

Thirdly, a man cannot know the ſeventh day from the 
fourth,but by rradition ; thereforethe knowledge of the 
ſcventh day is not moral ; as for inſtance : Suppoſe a 
man ſick of a violent diſtemper that bereaverh him of his 
ſences, when he comes to his former underſtanding he 
will know his duty touching all rhe nine preceprs, and al- 
fo touching the ſetting apart ſome time to ſerve-God; but 
as touching this ſeventh day, he cannot know this,bur by 
the help of tradition, having loſt hisaccount in the rim? 
of his ſickneſs : which ſhews that the ſeventh day is not 
commanded by the light of Nature, becauſe by thar light 
' a man cannot know the ſcyenth day fiom the fourth 6 

cighth, ( 

Again,this Reaſon is further illuſtrated by the Travel: 
of Sir Francs D7ake, who loſt a whole day, and ſo did all 
their company , before their return tor England : fo the 
Dureh in their Weſtern Diſcoveries, by reaſon of the va 
riation of Longitudes and Latitudes, thcy had loſt a da\ 
before they returned ; which they had never been info 
med in, bur by the helpof tradicion : which ſhews thy 


Nature coulZ not inſtru the Gentiles in the knowlede - 
of a ſevent/Aay. Now theſe and the like cafes puts av 
ab{olure Tceſlity upon the world to be ignorant of 


Law; thercforc 't cannot De moral 
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The ſecond Argument which 1 urge to prove that the 


4 

Aw ſeventh day fabbarh is not in force to the believing Gen- 
y ſab riles, is, Becauſe they are nor commanded by Moſes Law 

co keep the ſeyenth day ſabbath, 

eſs. My Reaſons are, firſt, becauſe this Law was not given 
_ Nation bur Iſracl : Pſalm 147.1 9,20, Kom.2.14, 
"os The Gentiles had n0t the Law,&c 
"yr Secondly , it Moſes Law be in forc2, then the puniſh - 
ny menr due to the breach of rhe ſeve nth day ſabbarh iS IN 
ime, force ; which was, That the Congregation ſhould ſtone 


;oh the Offender to death, Num. 15. 35. which I have ſhewn 

> -| inthe forementioned Diſputartions cannot reaſonably be 

imagined to conſiſt with Goſpel-liberty, 

the Thirdly, if Moſes Law be in force to require any thing 
of the Gentiles thar is not expreſly and particularly re- 

the : 

uired of them by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, then we may,by 


6s the Argument of Moſes Law , take a liberty to innovate 
he | what Judaical Ceremonies we ſhall ar any time have a 
1. | mind unto. | 

"x II, Argm, 1come now to the laſt Argument , wx, 


by Thar the Gentiles are not required by Chriſt ro keep 
the ſeventh day ſabbath, 
Firſt , becauſe he hath nor expreſly required any ſuch 
"| thing inallthe New Teſtament, nor have any of his A- 
' | poſtlesro whom he delegarcd a power to preach the Laws 
of the New Teſtament, e vcr declared any ſuch thing. 
Bur ſecondly, the Apoſtlerells us, Thar the ſabbath was 
| 4 ſhadow of good things to come, Col.z.16,17. Which muſt 
needs be underſtood of ſabbath days, as our Tranflacors 
have rendered it : 

Firſt, where-ever the word ſabbaths is otherwiſe under - 
ſtood , the Holy Ghoſt , for the help of our underſtand - 
ing, adds cither thar it is a ſabvarh for rhe LAND. when 

—he_means yearly ſabbaths ; or elſe i they were feſtival 
ſabbarths, he refers us tothe Feaſts whichyught ro be 10 
{aniked, 

Wa with row 


But ſecondly, where-ever ſabbath 1s joy? 
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moons and feaſts, rhere ir is always underſtood of the ah. 
bath days, becauſe all their other ſabbaths were include 
in their feaſts , except the ſeventh day ſabbath : Seefa 
this purpoſe Exod, 34. 18,19,20921,2223« Lev.23,3.4, 
Exth.45.17.and 2 Chron.8.13, 

Thirdly , the ſabbath day was callcd a figne by Moſes, 
Exod, 1.17. h 

Again,my third Reaſon why Chriſt hath not command- 
ed the believing Gentiles to keep the ſeventh day ſab. 
bath; is, Becauſc the Apoſtle calls all rhe times rthar the 
Jews obſerved in the Law, weak aad beggerly elements, a- 
mong, which the ſeventh day ſabbath was accounted : ſec 
Gal.4. 9, 10,11. Now the Jews-.days were their weekly 
Sabbaths,their monerhs were their new Moons, Numb.2 5, 
11. Num.no,10. 2 Ch704,8.13, Exod,z 3.12, their times 


- were three in the year , Exod.:23.14,'5, Dent.16. from 


che firſt to the fourth was the feaſt of the Paſſover ; from 
the ninth verſe to the thirte:nch is mention made of th: 
feaſt of harveſt,or feaſt of weeks ; and from the thirreemth 
verſc to the 26, you may read of the feaſt of boothes or 
tabernacles ; which were their times that they obſerved : 
Then they obſerved years, which ſhews thar this was 
fpoken of the Jews ſince, as Tacitus ſairh , No Nation 
waſted whole years as the Jews d1d : and that they were 
by the Law to keep years as well as days , and moneths 
and times, appears by the text , Lev. 25. where every ſc- 
ſeventh year, and every year of Jubilee,was commanded 
to be creed, Now it they had no time which they 0- 
ſerved, but days, moneths, rimes and years, and all theſ: 
were weak and beggerly Rudiments, then it plainly ap- 
pears that their ſeventh day ſabbaths are weak and beg- 
gerly. This reaſon remains good , till ſome hody ſhall 
ſhew me that the ſeventh day ſabbath was not included 
in theſc words,days, monetbs, times and year's, 

My laſt Rpaſon why Chriſt never comminded the 
Genriles ro herv the ſeventh day ſabbath,is hecauſe rhe 
Apoſtle givCcs a tolcration tothe Chriſtians ro keep every 

P day 
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day, as they are perſwaded in their own minds, either to 
efeem one day above another, or every day alike, Rom. r4.5. 
which liberty he could not have given them, if Chriſt 
had confirmed the Law of Moſes rothe belecving Gen - 
tiles, But this Argument did meer with rwo Obj-&ions; 
the one was, thar this could nar be underſtood of eyery 
day according tothe letrer of rhe Text ; becauſe the 
Apoſtle gives a toleration ro eat all things, and yer the 
Holy Ghoſt, A. 15. forbiddeth the eating of blood, and 
things ſtrangied, Nc. 

In like manner ( ſay they ) muſt we reſtrain the words 
every day, ro be underſtood of every day but rhe ſabbath, 

To which I anſ{wer,that the Holy Ghoſt hath put a re- 
ſtrition upon th» word every thing ; bur neither Chriſt, 
the Holy Ghoſt, nor the Apoſtle hath pur a reſtriion 
upon this word every day: therefore no mortal man ought 
to take that liberty ro reſtrain the words of a Text, when 
the Holy Spirir doth nor reſtrain them, 

The ſecond thing O»Je@ed againſt this Argument, 
from Rom. 14. is this, (viz; ) That if we are at loberty , 
aad und no reſtraint, but maykeep every day alhe, then 
th:rc is a0 reaſon to obſerve any day. , 

The anſwer r9 this Obje&ion maketh way for the laſt 
thing intended, which is to ſhew, that chough Chriſt 
hath ſcr us ar liberty from thoſe Moſaical Inſtiturions for 
the obſervation of days, and hath made all days alike in 
reſpe& of any Moſaical ſanity 3 yer it doth nor th:re- 
fore fallow, that we may ſpend every day ro the ſervice of 
the fleſh, and chuſe wherher we will ſet apart any time to 
rhe ſervice of Gad, as I have already hinted, page go. 

For firſt, God hath freed us from that place of worſhip 
by the death of Cirift, unto which both Jews and Pro- 
ſclyres were enjoyned to come up to worſhip, which was 
in the Temple ar FeruSſalem :, and now Chxiſt hath made 
cyery place alike, in that one place hath ror Legal 
or Moſaic} ſanVty then 5 wy doth ir rntrefore fol - 
low, tha: Chriſtians may abuſe this liverty, and chuſe 
3 whether 
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whether they will meet to worſhip Ged in any place or 
no 2 No more doth it follow, that becauſe Chriſt hath 
made all days alike in reſpe& of any Moſaical ſanRity, 
chat therefore we may chuſe whether we will keep any 
dayat all. 

Again,ſecondly, Chriſt hath ſer us free from thoſe 
Moſaical Laws which God made for the maintenance of 
the Levitical Prieſthood and Legal Miniſtry, and hath 
nor injoynecd us how much or how little the Miniſters of 
the Goſpel ſhoyl4 be allowed ; dorh it rherefore follow, 
that we may chuſe whether we will allow them any thing 
or nothing > In like manner, ir doth nor follow, be- 
cauſe Chriſt hath taken away the Moſaical inſtitution for 
the obſervation of days, rhat therefore we may chuſe 
whether we will obſerve any day, or any time for the wor- 
ſhip and ſervice of God, 

Bur to this it is obje&ed, That though Chriſt hath takes 
away thatkind of mainteanare, yet he hath ordained, that 
they which preach the Goſpel, ſhould live of the Goſpel, 
T Ca.9.1: 

1anſwer in like manner, that though he hath raken 
away thoſe Moſaical obſeryarions of days and times, yer 
we are under a command to obſcrye Artime ro worſhip, 
as well as A maintenance for Miniſters : my Reaſons are, 
hrſt, becanſe the light of Nature hath raught all people 
to ſct apart ſome time ro worſhip and ſerve their Gol: for 
if the light of Nature doth injoyn men to worſhip,it doth 
alſo injoyn them to obſerve {ome time in which th'y 
ought ro worſhip, After this manner the Apoſtle argil 
eth in the forecired Scripture, for the maintenance o! 
the Goſpel-Minifſtery ; ſhewing that the light of Naturc 
reacherth, That they which plant a viaeyzrd ovght to eat - of 
the fruit thercof ; a11 that they which plow, ſhould plow 13 
hope, to be pagtakers of their hate + the like reaſon ( if no! 
much grexfer ) he urgeth, vhy they that ſow (hiritual 
things, ſho$!d partake of temporal things : ſochar cthovght 
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Law, yet there remains a moral obligation upon us to ob- 
ſerve ſome place to worſhip God in, and alſo to provide 
a competent maintenance for thoſe thar adminiſter ſpiri- 
rual things unto us. In like manner there remains a 
Moral obligation upon us to obſerve A time to worſhip 
God, though we are freed from all thoſe days and times 
that the Law of Moſes commanded his Diſciples to ob- 
ſerve. 

But 2. This doth not only appear from the light of 
Narure, but from the Scriptures alſo,. which command, 
That we ſhould aot forſake the aſſembling of our ſclues toge- 
ther, as the mana:7 of ſome is, Heb. x9, 25, Now if we 
muſt frequent the Afſemblics of Gods people , then we 
muſt obſerve A rime to worſhip, or cl{e we cannot op- 
ſerve the duty thar is here injoyned ; for,if we may\chuſe 
wherher we will obſerve any time of worſhip ( as the Ob- 
jeRion vainly ſuppoſerh ) then w2 cannor perform this 
duty ,of frequenting the Aſſemblies of the Saints, which 
appears was a duty not only commanded, bur praftiſed in 
the N:w Teſtament, Fm. 2. ». A, 11.26. 1 Cor. i 1.20, 
1 Cor. 14.22}. in all which Texts we are informed of the 
whole Churches mecting rogether in on: place, accord- 
ing as they were required z which they could not have 
done, had they not agreed upon the place where, and a 
time when to mcet together 2: ſo rthar if Chriſtians muſt 
meet together to worthip God, they muſt alſo obſerve a 
time in order thereunto, 

And as I have thewn that A tim? and place ought to be 
obſcrved for Gods worſhip ; I ſhall in the laſt place ſhew, 
char the fieſt diy of the week ought rather ro be obſer- 
ved then any other day ; and that, becauſe the Church- 
cs of Chriſt have injoyncd us t9 oyſerve that time for 
publick worſhip,therfore thar time onght rather to ve ob- 
{erved then another;for we are bound to hear the Church 
of Chriſt in allchings that ſhe command>\ys to obſcrye, 
Provided, that th: Church doth commind nothing 
contrary to the commands of Chriſt:now that the Church 
Gti not commnd any thing comrary &Þ the com- 
minis ot Chrift, in commanding us ts obſ-rve the firſt 
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day of the week, appears, becauſe Chriſt hath nor left yg 
any one day or time in charge, rather then another ; ng 
more then he hath left any place of worſhip in charge,ra- 
ther then another : and therefore the Church doth do 
nothing derogatory co the mind of Chriſtin appointing 
a time of worſhip, no more then ſhe doth in appointing a 
place of worſhip ; and that Chriſt hath nor left us a com- 
mand to obſerve one day rather then another, appears by 
that forecited text Rom. 14.8 therefore in all cafes Chriſt 
hath given power to his Church to make laws, as appears, 
in that he hath given them power ro appoint the place 
where the Church ſhould afſemble : would it no: then b- 
finful for.any ſmall inconfiderable number of theChurch 
to appoint another place ro meet in, contrary to that 
which the whole Church to which they are rclarcd have 
agreed to,and choſen to meer in 2 Even ſo in like manner 
will the Lord judge thoſe men guilty of Schiſm that 
ſhall rent from the Churches to which they are related, 

for no other cauſe but that they may keep A day inoppo- 

firion to thar day appointed by the Church for the excrciſe 
of Religion, . Now unleſs theſe men can prove by ex- 
preſs tzxt. that Chriſt hath given us a command ro ob- 
ſerve the ſeventh day ſabbath ; how will they eſcape the 
ſcnrence of refuſing to hear the Church, and that other 
ſentence of making diviſions contrary to the Dofrine 
which they have reccived > For in this caſe I ſhall appral 
ro the Conſcicnces of all thoſe men thas keep the ſeventh 
day ſabbath , wherher or no, if they ſhould agree upon 1 
certain plac? to worſhip God in, yet if after this agre:- 
ment ſome few of the Church ſhould ar the ſame time in 
which their Church is aflembled, refuſe ro come to rhem., 
and meet in another place , where they liſt themſelves, 
would rhey nor judge thoſe men guilty of ſchiſm and 
diſorder > nowppy what Law can they do it (fince Chriſt 
hath appoinyſa no particular place of 'mcerting) bur by 
the fore ne oncd law,thar the Church ought to be eat qd 
in all awful thing*, and therefore no p-iy ate perſuns 
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ought to contend againſt the Coinmands of the Church, 
when ſhe commands nothing contrary to ſound Doctrine 2 
Now then, ſince A time to worſhip is to be obſerved, we 
remain bound in conſcience to obſerve that day which 
the Church of Chriſt commands us to obſerve, which is 
the firſt day of the week, rill any body can ſhew us where 
Chriſt hath commanded another -day : How then will 
thoſe men excuſe themſclves from rending and tearing 
the body of Chriſt aſunder , thar rent from the Churches 
whereunto they were formerly related , for noother rea- 
{on,bur for that the Church obſerverh che firſt day of the 
week, and refuſerh ro obſeryc rhe Moſaical or Jewiſh ſe- 
venth day ſabbath > Let me therefore from what hath 
been ſaid, beſecoh all thar love the Lord Jeſus Chrilt in 
finceriry, ro tender the peace of the Church, and prefer 
the peace and proſperity thereof above their chief 
Joy;and rather let their tongue cleave to the roof of their 
mouth, and their right hand forger ics cunning , rather 
then ler their hearts forger the peace and proſperity of 
the Church , whom Ckriſt hath purchaſed with his ewn 
bloud ; and ler not theſe Diſputarions abour a ſabbath 
day, eat out of our memories the great ſabbath of the 
Lord that is approaching, in whic!1 every one thar keeps 
Faith and a -good Conſcience ſhall reſt with Chriſt 
from all thcir Labourings and Sufferings in this World, 
as GOD did from his Labour when he made the 
World, Ohthen! ler us all labour and ſtrive roenter 
into that reſt into which Chriſt is centred ; and ler us rake 
heed that while we are labouring to enter into that ſe- 
venth day reſt with the un>elecving Jews, rhat togerher 
with them we fall not into the ſame example of unbelcet, 
in denying J:{us Chriſt ro be our only Lord and Saviour: 
into whic'1 unbelcefand diſobedience many have ſtum- 
bled and fallen in th: {5 days, who while th'y have bean 
labouring to intangle others with the y w:ih yoke of 
bondage, have ta}len fromthe Grace of the foſpel of Je- 
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Thus havfng with all fincerity and plainneſs,as in the 
fight of God, anſwered th:aſc Reaſons that are allcadged 
for the ſc venth day ſabbath, and urged thoſe Reafons 
why I am perſwaded bcleevers are nor ro obſerye it, to- 
gether with my Reaſons why I beleeve we ought to ob- 
ſerve the firſt day ofthe week 3 1 ſhall leave the whole 
ro the bleſſing ot Almighty God, deſiring that, what is 
here offered according to the mind of, God, that God 
may have rhe glory ; and whatever hath fallen frym my 
rongue in diſputing, or my pen in writing this cqntro- 
verſie, that ſavors of the ficſh or humane frailty, I\hope 
the Father of mercics will pardon ir, and ſo I hope Will 
every Chriſtian Reader into whoſc hands this ſhall fall: 
which 1s all that is defired from him, who is, 


Thy Friend in the Truth, 
TER. IVES, 


Errata ; 


ERRAT 4. 


Reader, 


Ki few Faults have eſcaped,which thou act 
deſired to Correct with thy Pen. 


N the Epiſtle,page 8 {ne 21, for aeman, read a man. 
I: Epiſt, page 11.04.16. for wrandrings r, wandrings.Epiſt 

P. 12, l, 10, for hold r, holding, 

mpg, 27.1.8. for Fer. 3 $36, 7, ver.35,36. inp. 28 

. 22, {or rwoO cauſes, 7, two clauſes, p. 63. 1.24. for poople, 
', _ p, 78. line 2 for ſe vench-ſabbach-r ſeventh- day 
ſabbath. p. 31. ſor Commadments, r, Commandments, 
p.90.1.6, fo; no ocher, r, any other. he 136, L, 1,for 156.r, 
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